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The scales of justice illustrates social-political conflicts central to the first three
essays of this issue.
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NURTURING THE PEACE:
SPANISH AND COMANCHE COOPERATION
IN THE EARLY NINETEENTH CENTURY

ELIZABETH A. H. JOHN"

IF EVER AN ALLIANCE tested the mettle of all parties,

it was that
of Spaniards and Comanches. It was a monument to Spanish statecraft on the northern frontier of New Spain: boldly recommended
in the 1760s by the Marques de Rubi to Carlos III, who had the
vision to adopt it; adroitly realized in New Mexico and Texas in the
1780s by governors Juan Bautista de Anza and Domingo Cabello;
tenaciously pursued by their successors through the final decades
of the viceroyalty. 1
But the delicate, often dangerous tasks of making the arrangement work fell largely to the people of the frontier, particularly
those of New Mexico: paisanos, Pueblos, and, increasingly over
time, genizaros. The complexity of the challenge that they faced,
the enormity of the odds, and the extent of their nearly forgotten
success, are dimensions of regional history worth pondering.
The formation of the alliance and its durability hinged upon
Comanche no less than Spanish vision and enterprise. ChiefEcueracapa and his fellows labored heroically to bring the far-flung Comanches to consensus for peace in the 1780s. Their successors'
constant challenge was to keep their followers convinced of its
usefulness. It was not enough that the principal chiefs agree that
their nation's interest lay in the Spanish connection. Since Comanche leaders had no power to coerce, their enforcement of treaty
commitments among their tribesmen rested solely upon their powers of persuasion. Against their arguments stood an honored tradition of horse theft and even more powerful imperatives of tribal
vengeance.
0028-6206/84/1000-0345
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Even worse for the prospects of the alliance, the Comanche
nation had never functioned as a single entity. At the turn of the
century it had two major divisions: Yamparicas, most of whom lived
in the western Comancherfa, and Cuchanecs, many of whom lived
in the eastern Comancherfa, bordering upon New Mexico and Texas
respectively. Each' was comprised of many bands, which were essentially clusters of family groups, and connections among them
were tenuous at best.
Fortunately, the difficulties were well understood by leaders on
both sides and were approached with realism and with good will.
Neither Spaniards nor Comanches ever imagined that a treaty could
eliminate the passions that spark clashes among persons. Their
purpose instead was to insure that offenses by those of one nation
against those of the other invoke law enforcement rather than war.
To achieve this goal, leaders pledged to report to each other such
offenses: each society would curb its wrongdoers and make restitution for their crimes. Spain, understanding that such new procedures would require time and experience, would forbear so long
as Comanche leaders strove faithfully to fulfill their commitments.
The alliance worked remarkably well from the beginning in New
Mexico, where interchange between settled villagers and roving
plainsfolk long antedated Spanish occupation. Western Comanches
readily fitted into the mutually advantageous patterns of trade and
friendship, as Hispanic settlers had done before them. Indeed,
Comanches would 'ultimately loom so large in the commerce of the
New Mexican frontier that traders to the roving peoples would be
dubbed "comancheros," although they were called in this earlier
time "los viageros."
Much less stable conditions confronted eastern Comanches on
the Texas frontier. There distances were so vast, population so
sparse, horses so numerous, and passage of Comanche war parties
after Lipan Apaches so frequent as to invite mischief. Through the
1790s eastern Comanche leaders struggled to curb horse thefts,
making restitution as fully as possible for crimes reported to them.
Years of patient practice lay ahead, however, if Comanches were
to match in Texas their reliability as allies and trading partners in
New Mexico. Meanwhile, there was the hazard that an untoward
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incident in Texas would spark a war that would inflame the Comancheria and undo the alliance in New Mexico. Western Comanche
leaders understood that risk and sometimes intervened to help their
eastern peers ward off catastrophe.
Despite all difficulties, the Comanche peace was an important
condition of life in Texas at the beginning of the n.ineteenth century,
just as it was in New Mexico. Tejanos traveled freely into the
Comancheria to hunt and to trade; Comanche families came routinely to trade and visit at San Antonio de Bexar. There eastern
Comanches received the crown's annual treaty presents, and some
Comanches formed personal friendships with San Antonians that
proved useful in troubled times.
In autumn of 1801 issues of tribal vengeance nearly destroyed
the peace in the eastern Comancheria. Unidentified Spaniards killed
two young stragglers from a Yamparica party bound for San Antonio,
one of whom was Chief Blanco's son, and three more Comanche
corpses turned up near Mission San Jose, possibly victims of Spaniards. When the bereaved chief and other kinsmell cried vengeance, Yamparicas of the upper Brazos and Red rivers sympathized.
Cuchanec leaders, however, rejected any tribal vendetta. Some
swore that if Chief Blanco should declare war, they would move
their much larger bands down the Brazos to fight beside the Spaniards. 2 When Cuchanec youngsters seized the excuse to raid in
Coahuila, their chief, Soxas, warned Spanish authorities, moved
his own camp to the Llano River to monitor developments on the
Texas-Comanche frontier, and volunteered to lead a delegation to
Chihuahua to counsel with the commandant general of the Provincias Internas. 3
Yet another grievance flared. Lipan Apaches killed twenty-five
ofChiefYzazat's followers, asleep nearthe Rio Grande, and rumor
h~d troops from Coahuila helping the Lipans. Yiazat, outraged,
sent spokesmen to San Antonio to confront Governor Juan Bautista
Elguezabal with the story. Confident that no troops had violated
the standing order against involvement in fights among Indians,
Elguezabal scrambled to squelch the rumor lest it spark Cuchanec
vengeance. 4
Meanwhile, Chief Blanco gave permission to kill Spaniards in
the same way that some had killed his son. As a result, in the spring
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of 1802 on the Blanco River, forty Yamparica warriors executed the
leader of a ten-man party of hunters from San Antonio. 5 That act
might have evened the score, but the fleeing huntsmen then met
a lone Comanche riding a horse with a San Antonio brand, rejected
his explanation that he had stolen it from' Apaches, and delivered
his scalp and rifle to the governor with the disputed horse.
Chiefs Soxas, Yzazat, and Socuina, then at San Antonio arranging
for their mission to Chihuahua, disavowed responsibility for the
execution of the hunter, on the grounds that those killings were
Chief Blanco's private revenge. They forbore comment on the Comanche's death, but anger blazed within the Comancheria. A faction hitherto wavering between peace and war turned hostile and
threatened to attack the camp where Soxas and Yzazat had left their
families. The chiefs rushed home, vowing that if they should find
nothing amiss, they would continue to Chief Chihuahua's camp to
coordinate measures against dissidents. They would keep the governor informed, and, if necessary, they would bring their families
to San Antonio for safety. 6
The issue of peace versus war raged in the eastern Comancheria
until mid-summer of 1802, when western Comanche leaders intervened. They opposed any eastern war against Texas and Coahuila, lest it cost all C6manches the benefits of peace with the
Spaniards. With such support, the peace faction won, and Texas
suffered no Indian problems that summer. Governor Elguezabal
learned the outcome from followers ofYzazat who stopped by San
Antonio on their way to punish Lipans. 7
The vengeance party unfortunately found no Lipans, and as they
turned homeward in September, some members consoled themselves with horses from Texas herds. Their young leader hurried
to San Antonio to explain, pleading that the nation not be blamed.
He speedily recovered and returned four of the stolen horses and
informed the eastern Comanche leaders. 8 A few weeks later in
autumn council when the chiefs were discussing treaty enforcement, Chief Chihuahua volunteered to form a police force to curb
wayward tribesmen. All agreed to spare no effort to identify and
punish Comanche offenders. The chiefs sent the governor that
news, promising to meet him at San Antonio the next spring. 9
Then Yzazat led 225 painted warriors southward to find Lipans.
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Near the Frio River they met a Spanish pack train. The muleteer
panicked and fled to San Antonio, crying that Comanches had
seized his animals and merchandise. Naturally, the warriors wanted
to grab the windfall, but their exasperated chiefs only let them
devour the sugar. Although rounding up animals and loading stuff
was women's work and onerous for warriors, within a week they
presented at San Antonio six horses and a mule packing nearly all
the goods. The muleteer confessed his lie, Governor Elguezabal
apologized to the chiefs for the accusation of theft, and both sides
parted cordially. 10
However, worse troubles brewed northward, where men from
the United States infiltrated villages whose intertribal connections
reached the Comancheria. Although most Americans came as traders, Commandant General Nemesio Salcedo suspected that their
real purpose was to undermine Spain's Indian alliances; and he
especially feared that they would seduce the Comanches. ll
Comanche leaders also worried about Anglo-Americans frequenting the Wichitan villages on Red River with inducements to steal
Spanish horses for the insatiable American market. Twice that winter Comanche chiefs warned Elguezabal of Taovayas and Wichitas
coming after horses. Even so, in February 1803, woodcutters from
San Antonio lost their animals to such raiders. After Spanish troops
overtook the culprits and killed nine, eight soldiers filed a complaint
that their commanding officer had acted excessively against the
thieves. 12 None doubted that Taovayas kinsmen would avenge their
nine dead or, even more alarmjng, that their nation might take up
their cause. Moreover, as old allies, Comanches would be pressed
to join any Taovayas vendetta. Recognizing the dangers implicit in
the situation, Elguezabal warned neighboring provinces that general Indian war hinged upon Comanche reaction. 13
Actually, Comanches did think killing nine men an excessive
response to the theft of a few horses, but their leaders upheld the
Spanish alliance. Indeed, they had fresh proof of its usefulness:
after Lipans had jumped a Comanche family departing San Antonio,
seventeen soldiers fended off the Lipans and escorted the grateful
Comanches back to sanctuary in San Antonio. The next week Chihuahua and Yzazat brought two hundred Comanches to council
with Governor Elgue~abal, and Chihuahua declared their desire

Women dressing robes and drying meat in a Comanche village, from Letters and Notes on the Manners, Customs, and Conditions of
the North American Indians by George Catlin, plate 164.
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for solid peace. 14 Naturally, they had been disgusted when Spaniards killed Chief Blanco's son, but the chiefs had done everything
possible to calm them, and they would not meddle in the Taovayas
affair. At the council Chihuahua presented thirty warriors picked
to police Comanche behavior and requested uniforms. To bolster
treaty compliance, the chiefs also wanted soldiers stationed in the
eastern Comancheria. For their part, the Comanches would respect
the detachment and gladly help build corrals and round up mustangs.
Since his warehouse was nearly bare, Elguezabal could only
promise to supply uniforms when the next gift shipment arrived.
The shipping delay also meant scanty presents at this council, but
the Comanches understood and accepted the governor's apology.
More disappointing for the Comanches was Elguezabal's lack of
authority to grant troops; he could only forward their request, and
to no avail. Commandant General Salcedo rejected the request on
the grounds that he was short of troops and had misgivings about
putting any soldiers at the mercy of the volatile Comancherfa. He
also feared that other tribes would clamor for troops if the Comanches were so favored. Since Salcedo could not supply troops
for every allied nation, the policy ofeven-handed treatment forbade
that soldiers b.e stationed with any nation. 15
Nevertheless, friendship between Comanches and Texans flourished in the summer of 1803. When 130 San Antonians rode west
for their May buffalo hunt, Comanches insisted that the hunters
accept their hospitality. As honored guests, the San Antonians were
fed and lodged throughout their hunt, and their horses were carefully tended by Comanche herders. Their hosts guided the Spaniards to herds where they took plenty of meat and tallow and finally
escorted them home late in June. 16
Meanwhile, countless Comanche families visited San Antonio,
and trade flourished at weekly fairs. By August, every important
chief in the eastern Comancherfa had come to pay his respects and
transact his business. Big war parties of Comanches and their allies
continued southward and eastward, pursuing their Lipan vendetta. 17
From San Antonio chiefs Chihuahua, Yzazat, and Sargento rode
on to Monclova, seeking a resident trader for their people. Such
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service had long been enjoyed by village Indians in Texas and was
much envied by Comanches who lived too far east to be served by
los viageros of New Mexico. Now the eastern Comanche leaders
urged that their need for trade be met within the Comancheria to
forestall the pernicious influence of American traders on the Louisiana frontier. Acting on their request, Coahuila's Governor Antonio Cordero helped obtain an experienced, literate trader. 18 The
experiment fizzled within a year, but briefly they knew the satisfaction and prestige of having their own trader. 19
An unhappy surprise greeted the chiefs on their return to San
Antonio: their younger associate, EI Sardo, and twenty-seven of
his followers were under arrest. The explanation was that Spanish
soldiers, pursuing Taovayas raiders, had passed EI Sordo's party
and noticed several horses from San Antonio. Worse, two men had
pieces of the musket of a settler whom Indians had killed. At first,
EI Sordo cooperated with the soldiers, but then he balked at turning over one of those men. Consequently, their leaders found them
all in Spanish custody, the two murder suspects manacled in the
jail, and the rest under guard in the Casas Reales. 20 Joining in the
interrogation, the chiefs discovered that the pair in jail had indeed
stolen those horses. The rest had resisted arrest of the thieves,
despite their chiefs' pledge to hand over all wrongdoers. While
Chihuahua attributed their lapse to his absence, he also scolded
the prisoners, vowing to punish anyone who should repeat such
crimes, even to kill them if necessary at the cost of his own life.
Furthermore, he declared that in the future he would oust from
the Comancheria anyone flouting his authority. In turn, Elguezabal
released to Chief Chihuahua all of the prisoners except the two
horse thieves, and the chiefs agreed that the guilty pair should
serve the jail term for theft. Two months later, Elguezabal released
both to their families. (Subsequent evidence showed that Taovayas
had committed the murder. )21
The episode seemed to leave no resentment, and 1804 became
a banner year for Comanches in Texas. They flocked to San Antonio,
trading, visiting, meeting Indian allies, mounting campaigns. That
summer Elguezabal's warehouse bulged, so he was able to compensate handsomely for the previous year's shortfall in treaty presents and also provide uniforms for Chief Chihuahua's thirty
policemen. 22
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Of all the treaty nations, only the Taovayas and Wichitas held
aloof that summer. Still torn over vengeance for their nine dead,
they were easy objects of mischief in this year of momentous change
i~ American impact among Indians ofTexas. The United States took
charge at Natchitoches in April 1804, four months after receiving
Louisiana from France with boundaries undefined. The unfortunate
Caddo peoples were left to wonder whether their homelands were
subje~t to American or Spanish dominion. Even worse for Spaniards
was the astonishing claim of the United States that Louisiana's
boundary was the Rio Grande.
No American was keener to grab Texas than Dr. John Sibley, a
physician-entrepreneur appointed United States Indian agent at
Natchitoches in December 1804. 23 By spring of 1805, Sibley had
on hand three thousand dollars' worth of presents with which to
woo Indians, regardless of international boundaries, and was promising them unlimited goods at cost from a planned government
trading house. 24 Thus Sibley sparked a decade of fierce competition:
Americans versus Spaniards, vying for Indians crucial to the peace,
prosperity, and ultimately the possession of New Spain's northern
borderlands.
To Sibley's enticements Comanches responded cautiously, despite the deep involvement of thei~ Taovayas and Wichita friends.
Eastern Comanche leaders sustained their commitments to the
Spanish crown, and they would have been astonished at Sibley's
official report that Comanches, although friendly to French or
American visitors, were "generally at war with the Spaniards after
committing depredations upon the inhabitants of Santa Fe and San
Antonio. "25
Comanche ties with San Antonio actually strengthened in 1805
when Governor Cordero was sent from Coahuila to Texas to relieve
dying Governor Elguezabal and to sharpen defenses against the
United States. 26 To welcome him, Chiefs Chihuahua, Yzazat, and
Sargento brought 353 Comanches to San Antonio for three days of
intensive talks, reaffirming with Cordero their treaty of alliance.
They assured him that no flag but the Spanish would fly over
Comanche camps, and that they would trust in that flag to overcome
the Osages, Pawnees, and other enemies whom they feared the
Americans were inciting against Comanches. They also promised
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not to deal with foreigners nor let them enter the Comancherfa
and to respect Spanish persons and property. 27
Cordero thought their four hundred horses-some of their own
raising, some captured wild stock-were superb animals. Some
bearing Spanish brands were cheerfully yielded for return to registered owners, with the chiefs agreeing to continue this practice.
They also promised· to accept punishment of any Comanche who
should injure Spaniards, but they urged the Spaniards to avoid
killing any offender, lest his relatives feel bound to avenge him.
Still, a crucial question remained: would Comanches rally to
defend Spanish territory if needed? A test loomed in February 1806,
when American troops forced Spanish detachments to fall back west
of the Sabine, prompting Governor Cordero to brace his command
for an attempt by the United States to push its boundary to the
Rio Grande. Given the clash of troops in the Caddo heartland,
movements of soldiers in Texas and Louisiana, and official harangues to Indian visitors at Nacogdoches and Natchitoches, news
of the confrontation spread swiftly among Indians throughout the
prospective theatre of war. Within a month, thirty-three loyal Comanche chiefs led two hundred warriors to San Antonio to offer
their services in gratitude to the crown. For six days they discussed
the current situation with Governor Cordero, promising to help
any Spanish troops operating near the Comancherfa. 28
Unfortunately, however, Comanche leaders had yet to resolve
their own problems. In April, wayward tribesmen seized horses
and mules from travelers on the Laredo Road, incidentally killing
one Spaniard. While troops from San Antonio recovered sixteen
animals, there was no sign of action by Chief Chihuahua's thirty
policemen. Chagrined at their unreliability, Governor Cordero dispatched Capt. Francisco Amangual as his spokesman to the Cuchanec leaders then encamped on the San Saba River. The message
was plain: the chiefs' duty was to pursue and punish Comanche
marauders, the ineffectiveness of their uniformed police was deplorable, and improved control was essential. To effect that improvement, the eastern Comanche leaders would have to elect one
of themselves to be responsible for all to the Spanish crown. 29
Western Cuchanecs and Yamparicas had long done so in New Mexico, where the alliance flourished, and Governor Cordero now
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required the same of eastern Comanches. They readily agreed, and
in Amangual's presence chose for their "big chief" the wise and
able Sargento. 30 To show his esteem for Governor Cordero and to
signify his own analogous importance in the Comancherfa, Sargento
took a new name: Cordero.
Chief Cordero acted promptly upon his new responsibilities,
visiting all camps of eastern Cuchanecs and neighboring Yamparicas. He also recovered and returned the last five of the stolen
mules, identified the source of the difficulties among followers of
Visinampa, and brought that chief to Governor Cordero. Of the
eastern Comanche chiefs, Visinampa was the only one who had not
yet paid his respects to Governor Cordero. Reputedly very loyal
to the Spaniards, he had long been ill and thus unable to ride to
San Antonio or to watch his people properly. While many disorders
had occurred, Visinampa assured the governor that he had now
regained control. The culprits had fled northwest to the farthest
Yamparica camps, but Visinampa had notified the principal chief
in that area. The intent was that the offenders be punished anywhere they could be found. 31 Governor Cordero accepted these
explanations and chiefs Cordero and Visinampa left, pledging to
help Spanish troops as needed.
Not only were Comanches poised to defend Texas against the
Americans, but other Indians were rallying to the cause as well.
Tonkawas assisted movements of troops and supplies to the eastern
frontier. Tawakonis helped prepare defenses from the Brazos to
the Red, and with Comanche help they persuaded most Wichitan
peoples to vacate the Red temporarily in order to keep clear of any
clash between Americans and Spaniards. Although Kichai and Caddo
villagers of eastern Texas accepted Dr. Sibley's presents, they too
retained primary allegiance to the Spanish crown. Caddo leaders
of Louisiana also cooperated cordially with Spanish as well as American authorities. In addition, Orcoquisas, Coushattas, Alabamas,
and Choctaws were pledged to help Spanish forces defend their
areas of residence on the lower Sabine and Trinity rivers, Karankawas faithfully reported coastal events, and Lipans remained peaceful
and cooperative in southern Texas. 32
Thus, in midsummer of 1806, Governor Cordero rode northeastward to meet the border crisis, reasonably confident that Texas
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Indians would help him repel the Americans. If only they could
submerge \heir tribal enmities in the common cause! A hopeful
precedent had occurred that spring on the New Mexican frontier,
where contending Kiowas and Comanches had made a permanent
peace. 33
Before leaving for Nacogdoches, Governor Cordero discussed
with some tribal leaders the desirability of settling their differences.
Apparently he was persuasive, for they made remarkable progress
in his absence. Whe~ five hundred Comanches, Lipans, and Tonkawas found themselves together at San Antonio in September,
their leaders consid~red the governor's advice and found it good.
They talked of makipg a treaty upon Governor Cordero's return,
and in the meantime their followers treated each other cordially. 34
Governor Cordero was back at year's end. The threat of war had
ended, abruptly, peacefully, when the Spanish and American commanders sensibly agreed to pull back their troops and respect a
neutral zone between the Sabine and the Arroyo Hondo until diplomats could draw the boundary. That arrangement boded ill for
the Caddo peoples whose heartland would be left as a lawless haven
for frontier rabble. But the immediate reaction among Indians was
relief at being spared a general war and admiration for the wisdom
of that Spanish-American accord.
When the nations went to San Antonio for treaty gifts in the
spring of 1807, the principal Comanche, Lipan, and Tawakoni leaders gathered in their own tents. Agreeing that their old feuds were
indeed harmful to their peoples' interests, they outlined peace
terms. Since they regarded the governor as their arbiter and the
axis of their relationships, they invited him to preside over their
final council. 35
On the day of the council, Indians of the three nations overflowed
the governor's house. Chiefs alone filled the parlor, with Chief
Cordero of the Comanches, Canoso and Morrongo of the Lipans,
and Daguariscara of the Tawakonis sitting next to Governor Cordero. Each of the principal chiefs spoke cogently against the evils
of war, displaying intellectual and moral insights that confirmed
Governor Cordero's conviction that these were not mere savages.
In fact, Daguariscara urged upon the council the example of the
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Spaniards who had recently settled their difficulties with the Americans peacefully rather than loose war upon the land. This Indian
treaty would borrow their concept of a buffer zone.
After their speeches, the chiefs asked Governor Cordero to mandate the mechanics of peace. He refrained, however, knowing that
no externally imposed solutions could dissolve age-old tribal enmities. Apart from expressing sympathetic interest, the governor
would only help them define the bounds where they should hunt
without bothering one another and without venturing into areas of
Spanish settlement. The Comanche boundary would be the Lomeria de San Saba (hills dividing the upper Colorado and Nueces
river systems). Any Comanche found without a passport between
the Rio Grande and Medina rivers would be brought to San Antonio
for interrogation. 36 This buffer zone would prevent clashes between
Comanche and Lipan hunters and curtail Comanche activity among
the settlements. All the chiefs pledged that their nations would
respect the boundaries and would treat each other as children of
one father, the king of Spain, regarding as enemies only those who
were his recognized enemies. Remarkably enough, the arrangement worked-at least for two years.
Yet another extraordinary example of intertribal cooperation occurred just five months later, when Comanches and Tawakonis
participated in a much broader council at Natchitoches. The occasion was inauspicious for President Thomas Jefferson's hope that
western tribes would welcome emigrant eastern Indians.
In 1807, while all the Anadarko men were away on spring hunt,
nine vagabond Choctaws destroyed their village on the Sabine
River, killing two Anadarko women and wounding another in the
process. That crime was the intolerable climax of a dozen years'
harassment of Caddo peoples by Choctaw intruders,37 but since
the culprits vanished back into the United States, Spanish authorities could do nothing. Clear duty lay with Dr. Sibley, who in 1804
had pressured Great Chief Dahahuit of the Caddohadachos to accept a treaty with the Choctaws, overriding Dahahuit's better judgment and the vehement objections of other Indians in the region. 38
When Sibley proved unable to deliver the Choctaw criminals, the
Anadarko chief called upon all indigenous tribes to march with him
to Natchitoches to demand justice and, if two Choctaws were not
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executed in their presence, to go to war against the Choctaws. 39
Predictably enough, eight other Caddo groups responded to the
Anadarko appeal, but the remarkable thing was that the Comanches
from the bands of Chihuahua and Visinampa rode to Natchitoches
together with Tawakonis and Kichais-all visiting American Natchitoches for the first time-to support the Caddo demand for treaty
performance by the Choctaws and the United States.
Rather than feeling alarmed by the visitation, Sibley rejoiced to
see eighty-odd Comanches with four chiefs. Lt. Zebulon Montgomery Pike, whom Spanish authorities had lately released on the
Natchitoches frontier, had explained to Sibley the special importance that the United States attached to Comanches. Since Pike
had failed to find any Comanches, their coming to Natchitoches
would commence official American contact with their nation. Sibley
singled out the Comanches for special hospitality and tried, unsuccessfully, to protect their horses from local thieves. While Sibley
had no interpreter of Comanche, he understood their leader to
prefer the American over the Spanish flag and grandly presented
him one. 40
The general council on 18 August yielded only guarded response
to Sibley's exhortation on peace and the joys of trade with Americans. The Comanches, Tawakonis, and Kichais indicated that they
would welcome traders and would perhaps visit Natchitoches again
if experience should prove Sibley's talk to be true. Dahahuit rose
to remind Sibley of his responsibility for the treaty of 1804 with
the Choctaws and demanded redress for the murdered Anadarkos.
Sibley explained his negotiations with Choctaw leaders and urged
the delegates to be patient. Although Dahahuit doubted the adequacy of either Choctaw or American efforts, he and his associates
grudgingly promised to postpone vengeance another three months.
Soon more Comanches came to investigate the possibilities of
the American marketplace. The four Yamparicas from upper Red
River who came that autumn had heard of the other Comanches'
visit, but they knew little of those southerly bands. These Yamparicas had ridden to Natchitoches with their Taovayas and Wichita
neighbors to secure guns for defense against the Osages, only to
find that few were available. The trip proved so onerous and the
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outcome so disappointing that they would not plan to come again,
although they would welcome American traders in their camps.
The ebullient Sibley never realized how discouraging was the
effect of these early Comanche experiences in Natchitoches. Of
course he knew that the theft of their horses and the scarcity of
guns upset them, but he did not comprehend how appalling they
found the prevalent drunkenness, or how niggardly his hospitality
seemed in comparison with Indian and Spanish practices. Probably
the doctor never learned how many Comanches contracted disease
at Natchitoches and died on the way home. 41 Chief Cordero, who
disapproved of the Americans, thought these disappointments
providential. While Governor Cordero fretted, the chief saw little
likelihood that the Americans of Natchitoches would make the Comanches forget that they were Spaniards.
Certainly no sign of disaffection appeared among Comanches in
the spring of 1808 when Captain Amangual led two hundred men
from San Antonio across the Comancheria to Santa Fe, visiting
every Comanche band along the way. Indeed, Comanche hunters
helped the expedition procure meat; Comanche guides took them
safely across the rugged, arid expanse to Pecos; and, finally, in
December, Chief Cordero furnished fresh horses to soldiers whose
mounts were too exhausted to continue home to San Antonio. 42
But even if Comanches considered themselves Spaniards, they
needed trade goods, and San Antonio let them down in 1808. The
shipment of gifts came late and included none of the small caliber
guns that Indians liked. In fact, wrong-sized guns shipped in 1806
already lay rusting in the warehouse because Indians would accept
no substitute. 43 No private vendor in San Antonio was able to supply
their needs, even though Comanches brought plenty of hides and
tallow to trade. These shortages in San Antonio virtually guaranteed
the success of the Natchitoches traders who ventured into the
Comancheria that fall. Dr. Sibley had not forgotten the promise of
his Comanche visitors to welcome American traders, nor had he
forgotten Yamparica hints of silver ore in their country. Therefore,
in the summer of 1808 he licensed Anthony Glas~ to lead ten men
up the Red River with merchandise to swap for horses and for ore
if he could find any. 44
After trading for two months at the Wichitan villages on Red
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River, Glass moved southward to the Colorado and Brazos. Hundreds of Comanches welcomed him, although a few who had visited
Natchitoches the year before took horses away from Glass to recoup
their losses at the American settlement. Some Comanches traded
with Glass on their way back from San Antonio, where Governor
Cordero had exhorted them not to do business with foreigners.
But these eastern Comanches saw no need to choose between
Spaniards and Americans; they were glad to be friends with both,
and they would trade wherever the goods and the prices were
right.
Could Comanches remain faithful Spanish allies and still get
plenty of horses for the American market? Perhaps, but Apache
herds would suffer. While eastern Comanches had forsworn raids
against Lipans in their San Antonio treaty of 1807, other Apaches
remained fair game. Indeed, in 1809, the governor of New Mexico
invited eastern Comanches to campaign against Mescalero Apache
raiders based in the Sacramento Mountains, promising them assistance and, more enticing, the right to keep all the horses they
could capture. 45
In response to the New Mexican invitation, Chief Cordero led
258 Cuchanec warriors against Mescaleros in the spring of 1810.
While he was away, the tenuous order within the ea~tern Comancherfa faltered. Lipans suffered most, but Comanches also stole
horses from Spaniards at San Marcos and Laredo. Although most
of the raiders were Yamparicas, spurred by ChiefVisinampa's deepening involvement with American traders, some were Cuchanecs;
most were easterners, but some came from the west. Casualties
on both sides raised the specter of general war.
Unable to contact the principal chief, Texas authorities informed
the governor of New Mexico, who in turn told Chief Cordero. 46
He rushed to San Antonio with forty warriors to meet the emergency and there found new, divided Spanish leadership. Antonio
Cordero had returned to his regular post as governor of Coahuila,
and the young, untried governor of Texas, Manuel Maria de Salcedo, was militarily subordinate to the very senior assistant commandant, Bernardo Bonavia. Fortunately, in this instance both proved
cooperative and sympathetic.
Chief Cordero proposed to convene all eastern Comanches, to
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recover and return all the booty he could find, and to turn in any
ringleaders whom he could apprehend. To back his effort he requested ninety Spanish troops, but Bonavia furnished 150. Moreover, Governor Salcedo uniformed Cordero's forty warriors to
underscore the official import of their mission. 4i
Chief Cordero soon accomplished his purpose. Most eastern Comanche leaders came to his council and cooperated in identifYing
marauders and recoverng stolen stock. Cordero also conferred with
western leaders, who meanwhile curbed their offenders and reaffirmed with the governor of New Mexico their loyalty to Spain.
Eastern and western leaders pledged to work henceforth as brothers to ensure treaty compliance, and to strengthen their connection, Cordero gave a daughter to the principal western Yamparica
chief, Oso Ballo. 48
Next, in October, the eastern Comanche leaders rode to San
Antonio to explain the breaches and to reaffirm their treaty. 49 They
promised not to strike the Lipans beyond the Lomeria de San Saba
and to avoid dealing with Americans. Furthermore, they would
apprehend Comanche marauders and return stolen property; the
nation would not avenge any member killed or injured while fleeing
the scene of a crime nor resist deportation of persistent offenders.
For the first time, the eastern Comanche leaders repudiated
certain individuals. EI Sordo had broken his Comanche ties that
year, moving down the Brazos to live near the Tawakonis, and a
few dissidents from Cordero's band had joined him. Since EI Sordo's camp had also become a rallying place for Taovayas, Tawakoni,
and Skidi Pawnee horse thieves, Comanche elders indicated that
they would not be sorry to see those incorrigibles killed.
However conciliatory the Comanche leadership, Governor Salcedo understood full well the limitations of this treaty. Chief Cordero and his peers had admitted that they could not control all
misguided youngsters, but such internal problems were hardly
unique to Indian societies. Salcedo also knew that New Spain had
yet to quell the rebellion that had erupted six weeks earlier at
Dolores, in the viceroyalty's heartland, with Father Miguel Hidalgo's cry for independence. Furthermore, Americans inciting
Indians to steal were largely beyond the control of the United
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States, even if it wished to curb their abuses. In such a world, who
could expect Comanche leaders to maintain perfect control?
In fact, the Comanche dilemma paled beside that of New Spain
in January when revolutionaries staged a bloodless coup at San
Antonio and shipped Governor Salcedo off in irons. Two months
later a royalist junta seized control. All across the northern provinces royalists and insurgents were actively seeking Indian help.
Royalists fared better because tribesmen were loyal to the king and
because many had personal friends among his officers. Consequently, in March of 1811, warriors from the southernmost Comancheria, as well as Lipans, helped royalists crush the insurgents
in Coahuila. 50
Meanwhile, Texas lay conspicuously vulnerable. Although muchdreaded Indian wars did not occur, horse thefts multiplied. Comanche and perhaps other Indian leaders tried in vain to reaffirm
their old friendship with the San Antonio junta, 51 but Texas had no
authority with whom they could deal until Lt. Col. Simon de Herrera came in July as acting governor. 52 Chiefs Cordero and Yzacha
promptly reported to him recent events within the Comancheria
and requested a formal council, to which Governor Herrera gladly
agreed. The extraordinarily encouraging aspect was that Oso Ballo
was coming from the western Comancheria to help his eastern
brothers bring their treaty compliance up to the high standard long
enjoyed in New Mexico.
The council that convened at San Antonio in mid-August reaffirmed the usual treaty terms. Then, after the eastern Comanche
leaders acknowledged their inability to enforce the terms uniformly, Oso Ballo proposed a new system of accountability, a mirror
of the system by which the Spaniards controlled their frontier
populace.
Under the proposed system, the chiefs, like Spanish commandants, would issue a form of passport to tribesmen who had valid
reason to travel into areas of Spanish settlement. Comanches crossing their boundary without such token should be treated as enemies
and disruptors of the peace, subject to deportation as incorrigible. 53
Since such a drastic proposal could only signify resolute commitment to their Spanish alliance, Spain had ample reason to appreciate Oso Ballo and his eastern confreres.
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Oso Ballo's good offices did not end there. He also apprehended
Taovayas and Comanches from EI Sordo's camp and made them
return to Governor Herrera horses they had stolen at San Antonio. 54
Subsequent events suggest also that Oso Ballo reasoned with EI
Sordo and perhaps moved him to reform. When horse thefts recurred in mid-autumn, Oso Ballo notified Governor Herrera that
the culprits were Tawakonis and Taovayas who planned a season
of raiding around San Antonio,55 and soon thereafter EI Sordo came
to report that Taovayas and Tawakonis had targeted Texas ranches
and that Taovayas had killed a muleteer.
Given EI Sordo's wicked reputation, Governor Herrera suspected the man's motives. But since EI Sardo had come unarmed,
with just one other man, two women, and a small child, and had
brought hides to trade, Herrera hugged him and provided the usual
hospitality at the government lodge. Unhappily, the next day a San
Antonian claimed a horse brought by EI Sardo. When Herrera sent
the interpreter with five soldiers to fetch EI Sordo, he reacted
badly, thinking they had come to kill him, and his party landed in
jail. Knowing that the incident could spark war, Herrera convened
military and civilian leaders to share the responsibility for decision.
The junta quickly concluded that EI Sordo's entire party constituted
a threat to the province, and the five were immediately shipped
in irons to the La Bahia jail, thence in March to a more secure
prison in Coahuila. 56
On 19 December 1811, just four days after the EI Sardo incident,
Manuel de Salcedo resumed the governorship of Texas and thus
fell heir to a surge of Comanche indignation. 57 When Oso Ballo
proclaimed that EI Sordo, having come unarmed, in good faith,
was wrongfully arrested and deported, his cry for vengeance stirred
many Comanches, Taovayas, and Tawakonis. However, the more
temperate Chief Cordero sent Visinampa to San Antonio to ask
about EI Sordo and would not go to war pending the governor's
response.
Worried Comanches warned friends at San Antonio that Oso
Ballo was gathering a great force on the Colorado to demand EI
Sordo and that to refuse would mean war. 58 EI Olloso rode to
Monclova to tell Governor Cordero of Oso Ballo's intent and declared that he and five other Cuchanec leaders would support the
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Spaniards ifwar erupted. Responding gratefully, Governor Cordero
told him to lead his warriors to Presidio Rio Grande to join troops
marching to San Antonio, then alerted Governor Salcedo to expect
Comanche volunteers. 59 But confrontation came before EI Olloso's
Comanches could join the troops. On 8 April 1812, Oso Ballo,
Cordero, Visinampa, and Yzacha appeared at San Antonio with
countless warriors. Governor Salcedo rode out to meet them with
675 men. 60 Once more the leaders talked; once more they preferred
their imperfect peace to the alternative of war. Still, confidence
between Comanches and Spaniards was not fully repaired. Memory
of EI Sordo's little group jailed in Coahuila would rankle for years,
fomenting ill will against Spanish authority in Texas and Coahuila
and eroding the power of chiefs faithful to the alliance.
A grim year lay ahead for Governor Salcedo and a discouraging
one for Comanches who cherished their Spanish alliance. In August
1812, Texas suffered the long-dreaded invasion from Louisiana, and
by April 1813, the oddly assorted Magee-Gutierrez band of American filibusters and Spanish insurrectionists destroyed the crown's
authority in Texas. During these chaotic circumstances, disaffected
Comanches, Tawakonis, and Taovayas seized the opportunity to
raid in Texas and Coahuila, but none of these Indians responded
to the invaders' urgent appeals for help in ousting the royalists.
Some Comanches supported the crown-in fact, two died in
November 1812 while helping Governor Salcedo against the Magee-Gutierrez force then entrenched at La Bahia. 61 Such faithful
friends as Chief Cordero must have deplored the insurrectionists'
slaughter of the captured Governor Salcedo and Commandant Herrera near San Antonio in April 1813. But Comanches did not rally
to the Spanish cause in the numbers that they would surely have
fielded in the time of Governor Cordero. Clearly, their summary
deportation of EI Sordo cost Salcedo and Herrera very heavily
indeed.
There is no record of Comanche involvement at San Antonio
while the insurrectionists held that capital from April to August
1813. Probably there was none, given the settlement's total disarray
under that occupation. Some two hundred Lipans did join the
insurrectionists, however, probably because their long-time friends
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the Menchacas espoused the cause. 62 If Comanches needed further
reason to hold aloof, the large Lipan presence would have sufficed.
When the royalists recaptured San Antonio in August 1813 and
drove back the invaders to Louisiana, some Tejano insurgents sought
refuge among Indians, often in Comanche camps. Over the next
seven years many Indian warriors would help those fugitives wage
a deliberate war of attrition, meant by the insurgents to make Texas
and Coahuila untenable for the Spanish crown. Still, as the war for
independence wore to a close, Spanish and Comanche leaders were
groping towards a new accord, and Mexico's new national government promptly pursued that aim. In fact, the Mexicans would
revive their colonial legacy: an imperfect peace, mutually useful
to Comanches and Spaniards, infinitely preferable to war, and never
comprehensible to the United States. Indeed, Anglo-American perceptions of Indians, radically different from those rooted in Hispanic tradition, would be acted upon so precipitously in the
succeeding era as to destroy even the memory of peaceful coexistence.
Why exhume this record now? For students of Comanche history
and of political anthropology it affords rare glimpses of the relationships between eastern and western Comanches, details of their
efforts to develop structures of authority, specifics of their migrations and their economy, and their intra- and intertribal relationships in an era of competing pressures from Spaniards and AngloAmericans.
Those primarily concerned with the history of the Hispanic Borderlands will recognize a freshly constructed segment of the obscure closing decades of the viceroyalty. Students of the westward
movement should find here a case study of worlds speedily destroyed in that relentless surge over "empty" lands. But the greater
contemporary value may lie in pondering the intricacies of communication and accommodation among radically unlike peoples
seeking mutual survival in a common arena. However greatly theatres and casts of characters change over time, human dilemmas
remain strikingly constant.
Lastly, there is a lesson for those who would separate the histories
of New Mexico and Texas. This analysis derives largely from the
archives of Spanish Texas, partly because many more documents
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survive in that venue, partly because Texas, as the arena of most
crises, generated more reports in this era. But the story of Comanche relations with Texas would be unintelligible without reference to the stable base of the alliance in New Mexico. Conversely,
the New Mexican experience cannot be properly understood apart
from the precarious situation eastward. The rich uniqueness of each
notwithstanding, the histories of New Mexico and Texas intertwine.
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49. Bonavia to Manuel de Salcedo, Bexar, 27 October 1810; Ugarte to Bonavia,
Bexar; 20 October 1810; M. Salcedo to Cordero, Bexar, 19 November 1810; M.
Salcedo to N. Salcedo, Bexar, 27 October 1810.
50. Claudio de Luna to Jose Menchaca, San Fernando, 23 February 1811; Pedro
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Aranda to Menchaca, Monclova, 16 February 1811; N. Salcedo to M. Salcedo,
Chihuahua, 17 April 1812.
51. Junta to N. Salcedo, Bexar, 8 May 1811:
52. Simon de Herrera to N. Salcedo, Bexar, 24 July 1811.
53. Herrera to N. Salcedo, Bexar, 7, 21 August 1811; N. Salcedo to Herrera,
Chihuahua, 17 September 1811.
54. Herrera to N. Salcedo, Bexar, 29 August 1811; N. Salcedo to Herrera,
Chihuahua, 14 September 1811.
55. Herrera to N. Salcedo, Bexar, 27 November 1811.
56. Proceedings on the capture of Chief Sordo and his followers, Bexar, 15
December 1811 to 3 May 1812.
57. M. Salcedo to Comandants of Guadalupe, San Marcos, Colorado, and Brazos, Bexar, 19 December 1811; Interrogation of Jose Antonio Castillo by M.
Salcedo, Bexar, 6 March 1812; Declaration of Jose Antonio Villalpando, Bexar, 9
March 1812; N. Salcedo to M. Salcedo, Chihuahua, 25 March 1812; M. Salcedo
to Inhabitants of this Capital, Bexar, 8 March 1812.
58. Jose Salinas to M. Salcedo, Bexar, 31 March 1812; Ygnacio Peres to M.
Salcedo, Bexar, 3 April 1812.
59. N. Salcedo to M. Salcedo, Chihuahua, 27 April 1812; Cristobal Dominguez
to M. Salcedo, Rio Grande, 6 April 1812.
60. Dominguez to Salcedo, Rio Grande, 15, 29 April 1812; Cordero to M.
Salcedo, Monclova, 25 April 1812.
61. Jose Gutierrez de Lara to William Shaler, La Bahia, 25 November 1812,
NARS, M37, roll 2, frame 65.
62. Lieutenant Joseph B. Wilkinson's report of the Battle of the Medina, forwarded with Shaler to James Monroe, Natchitoches, 5 September 1813, NARS,
M37, roll 2, frame 117 If.

NEWS NOTES
Spanish presidios in northern New Spain are the topic of a two-volume documentary study to be produced by the Documentary Relations of the Southwest
project at Arizona State Museum. The study is one of three projects to receive a
$16,000 Documentary Editing Fellowship from the National Historical Publications and Records Commission. Retired Marine Colonel Walter Moore, who receiv~d his Ph. D. in 1982 in Borderlands history from the University of California
at San Diego, will direct the project.
The School ofAmerican Research has received a $10,000 grant from the National
'Endowment for the Arts to write a book based on the school's 455-piece collection
of southwestern Indian basketry. The basketry collection is one part of the school's
Indian Arts Research Center, which includes pottery, jewelry, textiles, costumes,
basketry, and paintings, spanning the years from about 1880 to the present and
representing all southwest Indian groups. Dr. Andrew Hunter Whiteford, administrative director of the School, will carry out the project and will examine
current artistic production in present-day pueblos and reservations in New Mexico, Arizona, and Colorado as well as in various museums in the Southwest.
The Albuquerque chapter of the American Institute of Architects has published
A Guide to Albuquerque Architecture. The guide lists seventy historical/architectural sites including public buildings and private residences. A numbered map
accompanies the guide, which is availble from Albuquerque Chapter, AlA, 67
First Plaza Galeria, Albuquerque, 87102. The guides may be purchased from the
School of Architecture on the UNM campus for $2.00 each, $1.00 to students.
The School of American Research announces publication of its annual bulletin,
Zuni and El Morro: Past and Present. This highly illustrated, thirty-two page
publication chronicles Zuni life, including its prehistory, religion, philosophy, and
archaeology. Other publications in this series include Bandelier National Monument, Pecos Ruins, and Salinas. All are available from the School of American
Research, P.O. Box 2188, Santa Fe, 87504, at $3.95 each, plus $1.50 per order'
for postage.
The above publications are also distributed by Highroad Publications Mapping
Services, 7701 Spring Avenue NE, Albuquerque, 87110. Also available is a series
of colorful, detailed maps of New Mexico, including ghost towns and gold mines,
priced from $1.50 to $1. 95.

Images on Stone: The Prehistoric Rock Art oj the Colorado Plateau and Spring
Wildflowers oJNorthernArizona are two recent publications in a continuing series,
Plateau, published quarterly by the Museum of Northern Arizona. Plateau is
included in museum membership or may be purchased for $4.00 by writing the
museum, Route 4, Box 720, Flagstaff, Ariz. 86001.

MILITARY INFLUENCE ON THE TEXAS-NEW MEXICO
BOUNDARY SETTLEMENT

THOMAS S. EDRINGTON

HISTORIANS HAVE FREQUENTLY CHOSEN the word preposterous to
describe the Texan claim to eastern New Mexico (1836-50), and
even President Mirabeau B. Lamar admitted the weakness of the
claim when he offered to purchase the disputed territory from
Mexico. But after Texas became a state and the United States Army
conquered New Mexico, New Mexicans and Texans alike thought
that the issue had been settled in favor of Texas, no matter how
unjust the original claim. After all, Col. Stephen W. Kearny, just
prior to entering New Mexico in Aug~st of 1846, announced that
he was coming to take possession of country that by the annexation
of Texas was actually within the boundaries of the United States. l
Two years later the secretary of war informed the military commander at Santa Fe that the U. S. Army should lend aid in sustaining
the civil authority of Texas. 2
As things turned out, however, the military authorities in Santa
Fe were in large measure responsible for that region's not becoming
a part of Texas. Despite Kearny's invocation of the Texan claim
when he invaded New Mexico, he and his successors to the military
governorship were, in fact, major obstacles to the confirmation of
the claim.
The origins of the Texan claim lay in the two-part Treaty of
Velasco, signed by General (and President) Antonio Lopez de Santa
Anna after his capture at San Jacinto. Neither part of the treaty
explicitly defined boundaries, however. The first merely called for
the evacuation of the Mexican army to the other side of the Rio
Grande, and the second, a secret agreement not to be revealed so
long as there was no infraction, stated only that the territory of
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Texas would not extend beyond the Rio Bravo del Norte [Rio
GrandeV
Nor were Texan officials totally unrealistic in their view of the
legal precedence of the Treaty of Velasco. Secretary of State James
Webb wrote in February 1839 that "it is not contended by this
government that the agreement made with Genl. Santa Anna, while
in this country and as a prisoner of war, is legally binding on the
Mexican Government." Even so, he also made clear that the boundary the Texan congress prescribed in December 1836 (the Rio
Grande from its mouth to its source) was a sine qua non to any
permanent treaty. 4
Mexico showed no interest in negotiating peace or boundaries,
and by the time the United States annexed Texas, hostilities had
reached into New Mexico. The Santa Fe expedition of 1841 ended
with the capture of the participants and their imprisonment in
Mexico City, which in turn led to Texan retaliation and clashes with
Mexican troops at two points on the Santa Fe Trail. What mattered
in 1845, however, was whether the United States supported the
Texan claim or, more specifically, what the United States considered
annexed. When Congress asked, prior to passage of the resolution
on annexation, for information on the Texas boundary, the president
provided a copy of the Emory map ("Texas and the Countries
Adjacent," 1844) and its memoir, which said only that the Texan
congress defined the boundaries of Texas to be the Rio Grande
from its mouth to its source. 5 The executive branch offered no
opinion of its own.
Accordingly, the resolution on annexation was written without
specification of the boundary. The document stated, however, that
as many as four additional states, with the consent of Texas, could
be formed out of the territory thereof and that the federal government would adjust all questions of boundary that might arise with
other governments. 6 Texans would later argue that this wording
was not only implicit recognition of the limits specified by the
congress of the Republic of Texas but also a pledge that the United
States would assume the role of advocate of the claim against Mexico.
Two weeks after the president signed the annexation act, Gen.
Zachary Taylor was ordered to move troops to the mouth of the
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Rio Grande. He arrived in March 1846, and hostilities commenced
the next month. When President Polk announced that American
blood had been shed on American soil, Congress promptly declared
war.
A western operation under the command of Col. Stephen W.
Kearny was launched from Fort Leavenworth in late June. Kearny's
orders were to take Santa Fe, garrison it with part of his 1700-man
army, and move with the remainder to California. 7
From Bent's Fort, on the Arkansas River, Kearny issued a proclamation that he was entering New Mexico "with a large military
force, for the purpose of seeking union with and ameliorating the
condition of its inhabitants." The people were enjoined to remain
quietly in their homes and pursue peaceful avocations, whereupon
their civil and religious rights would be protected. 8
New Mexico's Governor and Commandant-General Manuel Armijo responded to the proposition with a lengthy and passionate
appeal to the citizens to prepare for battle. 9 He then proceeded to
assemble a force variously reported to have numbered from 1,800
to more than 4,000 at Apache Pass, a readily defensible location
on the Santa Fe Trail about fifteen miles southeast of the town of
Santa Fe. Before Kearny's arrival,' however, Armijo released his
troops, and the Army of the West was allowed to march into the
New Mexican capital without opposition.
The bloodless conquest of New Mexico was thus accomplished,
but how it happened that Armijo's army made no resistance is an
interesting story and one of considerable relevance to the boundary
controversy. On 1 A~gust, the day after he issued the proclamation
from Bent's Fort, Colonel Kearny sent a personal communication
to Governor Armijo, which began: ,.,
Sir: By the annexation of Texas to the States, the Rio Grande from
its mouth to its source is the present dividing line between them
and Mexico, and I come by order of my Government to take possession of the Country over a part of which Your Excellency is
presiding as governor. 10

Armijo replied on 12 August:
Your Lordship's note .... has' informed me ... that by virtue of
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the annexation of the Department of Texas, the Rio Bravo del Norte
from its mouth to its source has been declared by your Government
to be the dividing line between that Republic and this....
I cannot agree under any condition as that line, which has been
recognized by both countries ever since the time of the Spanish
Government, is at another very distant place.... II
The contrast between Kearny's public proclamation and his letter
to Armijo--namely that the Texan claim was not mentioned in the
former yet was central to the latter-was connected with a subterfuge aimed at New Mexico's military leaders.
James Magoffin, a U.S. citizen but long-time resident of New
Mexico and whose wife was Armijo's cousin, had been enlisted in
Washington to accompany Kearny to Santa Fe to render certain
services, one of which was to induce Armijo not to fight. Toward
that end Magoffin assured the New Mexican military officers that
the only object of his government was to take possession of that
part of New Mexico annexed to the United States as Texas. This
area included the capital and the majority of the population, but
at least it would not put the government and the army out of
business. Controversy still exists about how much of the credit is
due Magoffin, but the fact is that Armijo's army did not fight, and
Armijo himself fled to Chihuahua. 12
Texans were apparently unaware of Kearny's use of their claim
in accomplishing his bloodless conquest; otherwise, that fact would
surely have become a point in the case subsequently presented to
Congress. Armijo's reply to Kearny's letter of 1 August was mentioned in the well-known report of Lieutenant Emory published
as a Senate Executive Document in 1847, but Emory neither mentioned Kearny's letter nor said enough about Armijo's reply to
indicate that the Texas boundary was a matter of contention. 13 The
common interpretation has been that Armijo's reply was a response
to Kearny's proclamation of31 July rather than, as is apparent from
the complete text, an answer to the letter of 1 August.
Emory did, however, record a speech made by Kearny (who
incidentally had just received his promotion to brigadier general)
to the residents of Las Vegas on 15 August. It opened with:
Mr. Alcalde and people of New Mexico: I have come amongst you
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by the orders of my government, to take possession of your country,
and extend over it the laws of the United States. We consider it,
and have for some time, a part of the United States. 14
The second sentence is an obvious reference to the Texan claim.
Kearny's statements about the boundary are important not because they had a direct effect on the validity of the Texan claim,
but because they prepared the people of New Mexico for Texan
jurisdiction. A letter sent by the citizens to the president of Mexico
indicates they understood Kearny was taking only eastern New
Mexico, and that that was being done on the basis of the Texan
claim. 15 The letter was signed by 105 of New Mexico's fQremost
citizens, including the man who would, a few months later, become
the territory's chief civil officer..
Once the U.S. army occupied Santa Fe and New Mexican forces
had disbanded, General Kearny had no further use for the Texan
claim. On 19 August, the day after his arrival, Kearny told the
people of Santa Fe simply that he had come among them "to take
possession of New Mexico. "16 And if that statement was too subtle,
he issued a written proclamation on 22 August that stated his intention to "hold the department, with its original boundaries, (on
both sides of the Del Norte,) as part of the United States, and
under the name of 'the Territory of New Mexico.'''17
A month later Kearny announced his Organic Law of the Territory
of New Mexico, better known as the Kearny Code, and the appointment of civil officers including a governor and three judges
of the superior court. 18 This action caused a stir in Congress and
drew a reprimand from the secretary of war; 19 however, in fairness
to Kearny, consideration must be given to his orders that the War
Department issued on 3 June:
.
Should you conquer and take possession of New Mexico and Upper
California, . . . you will establish temporary civil governments
therein.... It is foreseen that what relates to the civil government
will be a difficult and unpleasant part of your duty, and much must
be left to your own discretion. 20
The distress in Congress had to do with the executive branch's
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and the military's misuse of power in creating a territorial government;21 the Texas boundary came up only as a peripheral matter.
Congressman Timothy Pilsbury of Texas, indicating that he, for
one, was not greatly concerned with either issue, stated that he
believed there had been some little disorder in the proceeding,
but that he was not very particular as to what form of government
had been established. 22
Governor J. Pinckney Henderson, on the other hand, was at
least a little uneasy. In a letter dated 4 January 1847 to Secretary
of State James Buchanan, he wrote:
.
Sir: Having seen it stated in various newspapers of the country
.. that General Kearny has organized a territorial government in
Santa Fe, ... I deem it my duty as chief Executive of the State of
Texas to inquire respectfully of the President, through you, whether
... that proceeding of General Kearny was authorized, or has it
been sanctioned by the general government?
I desire, in like manner, to be informed if the general government
claims any portion of the territory lying east of the Rio Grande, and
embraced within the limits of Texas....
Inasmuch as it is not convenient for the State at this time to
exercise jurisdiction over Santa Fe, I presume no objection will be
made on the part of the government of the State of Texas to the
establishment of a territorial government over that country by the
United States, provided it is done with the express admission on
their part that the State ofTexas is entitled to the soil and jurisdiction
over the same, and may exercise her right whenever she regards it
expedient. 23

The reassurances of the general government came back promptly.
Secretary Buchanan wrote on 12 February:
Nothing ... can be more certain than that this temporary government, resulting from necessity, can never injuriously affect the right
which the President believes to be justly asserted by Texas to the
whole territory on this side of the Rio Grande, whenever the Mexican claim to it shall have been extinguished by treaty. 24

The secretary closed with the foreboding statement that "this is a
subject which more properly belongs to the legislative than to the
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executive branch of government," but for the time being, the Texan
claim seemed reasonably secure.
Shortly after the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo on
2 February 1848, the Texas legislature began work on the matter
of jurisdiction. Santa Fe County, which included the territory between the Pecos and the Rio Grande as well as all of the Texan
claim north of the Red River, was created on 15 March. 25 On 23
March, George T. Wood, who had succeeded Henderson as governor of Texas, wrote to President Polk requesting that orders be
issued to the military officers at Santa Fe directing them to aid the
officials of Texas in the organization of the County of Santa Fe and
the Eleventh Judicial District of the State ofTexas. 26 Polk complied,
but with notable tardiness.
The man appointed judge of the Eleventh District, and whose
job it was to organize Santa Fe County, was SpruceM. Baird, a
practicing lawyer from Nacogdoches and veteran of the War with
Mexico. 27 It is unlikely that Baird, or anyone else in Texas, understood the political situation in New Mexico or just how awkward
and difficult his task would be. Already a great deal of dissidence
existed in Santa Fe, and the presence of a Texan commissioner was
certain to make matters worse. Not only" did the native New Mexicans remain hostile to their conquerors, but Americans in New
Mexico had begun to complain that the military commanders were
imposing a capricious form of martial law, with no regard for the
civil government established by the Kearny Code.
An unsigned letter from New Mexico published in the St. Louis
Republican in June 1847 complained that the military authorities
had "most signally failed of redeeming any of the promises made
by General Kearny. . . . The want ofability and military knowledge
in the present commander [Col. Sterling Price] can only produce
the strongest feelings of disgust and hatred. "28
A few months later, the cry was picked up by Santa Fe's own
newspaper. In one of several editorials condemning the military
establishment, George R. Gibson wrote:
When General Kearney first entered this territory, he declared
it annexed to the U. S., as a part of Texas, and under instructions
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from the President, established organic laws for the government
thereof.
Recently the American citizens here have seen the powers falling
under the jurisdiction of the Civil tribunals, arrogated by the military, bringing the former into contempt and disrepute.... The
will of the Commanding-officer is law.
Why have Judges and Courts if they can only act at the pleasure
of the Military authorities?29
That issue of the Santa Fe Republican also carried a "Grand Jury
Report" to the judge of the Civil Court for the County of Santa Fe,
which, in addition to making similar complaints against the military
commander, went on to accuse the court of acknowledging the
existence of a superior authority (when it refused to issue a writ of
habeus corpus in behalf of a local citizen). 30
The court in question was that of Joab Houghton, one of Kearny's
original appointees, who was emerging as the leader of the political
faction that supported the status quo. Opposition was growing, but
the military commander and Judge Houghton represented a solid
establishment that, among other things, had control of the territory's only printing press. 31
Thus it was not George Gibson, the outspoken critic of the military government (who left the editor's job in December 1847), but
another journalist, who, with the approval if not encouragement
of the military commander (General Price), had the following to
say about the Texan claim in an August issue of the Santa Fe Republican:
We would inform our Texi;m friends that it is not necessary to
send us a Judge nor a District Attorney to settle our affairs or to put
'things to rights,' for there is not a citizen, either American or Mexican, that will ever acknowledge themselves as citizens of Texas,
until it comes from higher authorities....
Oh Texas, do show some little sense and drop this question, and
not have it publicly announced that Texas' smartest men were tarred
and feathered by attempting to fill the office assigned them. 32
If Texan officials were aware of the warning, they ignored it. On
10 November 1848, Spruce Baird, judge of the Eleventh Judicial
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District, arrived in Santa Fe for the purpose of asserting jurisdiction. 33 After spending some time acquainting himself with the political situation in New Mexico, Baird sent a letter to the new
commander, Bvt. Lt. Col. John M. Washington, expressing some
surprise at finding the military government still in effect, now that
the treaty with Mexico had been signed. He attached his commission and certain other documents and offered to meet with the
colonel to provide any explanations that might be desired. While
the tone of the letter was generally polite, Baird closed with the
blunt statement that "for the future the State of Texas must regard
all judicial proceedings and the exercise of all civil functions inconsistent with her laws and Constitution null and void. "34
Colonel Washington, who had arrived in Santa Fe in September
and had assumed the position of territorial governor on 11 October,
replied immediately and curtly that the government General Kearny
established still existed and that it would be maintained "at every
peril," until the U. S. government ordered otherwise. 35
But the government had already ordered otherwise. Not for
another month, however, did the letter from the secretary of war
reach Santa Fe: 36
In regard to that part of what the Mexicans called New Mexico
lying east of the Rio Grande, the civil authority which Texas has
established or may establish there is to be respected, and in no
manner whatever interfered with by the military force in that department otherwise than to lend aid on proper occasions in sustaining it. 37
Washington must have felt more than a little discomfited by these
orders, inasmuch as he went to considerable lengths to contrive a
reason for not complying.
The colonel acknowledged the orders of Secretary Marcy in a
letter to the adjutant general dated 3 February 1849, stating that
they would be duly observed. He added, however, the dissembling
comment that to "avoid embarrassment in recognizing the jurisdiction of Texas . . . it is very desirable that Congress should act
in the matter before the demand is made. "38 No mention was made
of the presence of Judge Baird!
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To establish a basis for his implication that Texas had not yet
made the demand, Washington struck a deal with Baird: He would
stop the Santa Fe Republican from printing anti-Texas propaganda
in return for Baird's promise to delay a formal claim to jurisdiction. 39
Washington's discourtesy slightly offended Judge Baird, but the
judge showed little concern for the outcome of his mission. On 10
December he reported to the Texan secretary of state, William D.
Miller, that since Colonel Washington intended to maintain the
military government, he (Baird) would wait until either Congress
acted or Washington got orders from the president to resume efforts
toward establishing jurisdiction. He wrote that there would be no
difficulty in organizing once the sanction of the general government
was announced and that many of the Mexicans as well as Americans
were eager to come under the jurisdiction of Texas. 40 A week later,
Baird cheerfully informed the governor that "Texas stock is rising
rapidly."41
Shortly after the change of administration in March, the new
secretary of war, George W. Crawford, sent instructions of his own
to Santa Fe. Indicating that he, like his predecessor, was unaware
of Baird's presence in New Mexico, and referring to Marcy's orders
of 12 October (which were attached), Crawford directed the commanding officer as follows:
With respect to that portion of the instructions which is the following words-'in regard to that portion of what the New Mexicans
called New Mexico, lying east of the Rio Grande, the civil authority
which Texas has established, or may establish there, is to be respected, and in no manner interfered with by the military force in
that department, otherwise than to lend aid on proper occasions in
sustaining it, '-1 have to remark that it is not anticipated that Texas
will undertake to extend her civil government over the remote
region designated; but should she do so, you will confine your action,
under the clause above cited, to arranging your command in such
a manner as not to come into conflict with the authorities so constituted. 42

Washington was now on firmer ground with his decision not to
support Baird's efforts. When for at least the third time, on 3 July,
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Baird approached the colonel for assistance in accomplishing the
organization, Washington replied that he would cooperate when
he could do so without violating his duty. 43
Judge Baird soon thereafter departed New Mexico, taking with
him bitter feelings-not directed so much toward Colonel Washington as toward General Kearny and New Mexicans in general.
About the local citizenry, Baird wrote that Texas would do well to
adjust her western boundary so as to get rid of that "troublesome
and worthless set of customers. "44 And what he saw as the root of
the problem was the "strange chimera" that induced Kearny to
organize a government independent of the claims of Texas. "A most
ridiculous thing for an American general to do."45
Another adversary to the Texan claim came forth when Zachary
Taylor assumed the presidency on 4 March 1849. Recognizing that
the real boundary issue had to do with free soil, Taylor attempted
to use means available to the executive branch to head off the bitter
congressional debates now in the offing. His strategy was to encourage the residents of the· territories to seek statehood, which,
if Congress granted, would mean that each new state would establish its domestic institutions. The president also suggested that
if New Mexico were a state, the boundary with Texas could be
adjusted by judicial decision. 46 Although he was a Southerner and
a slaveholder, Taylor opposed the extension of slavery and apparently harbored ill feelings toward Texas and Texans. 47
At least three individuals were enlisted to carry the president's
plan to the citizens of New Mexico. The first, Thomas Butler Kihg,
was designated an agent to California and was instructed to inform
the residents of the territories (including New Mexico) of the "sincere desire of the Executive of the United States to protect and
defend them in the formation of any government, republican in its
character, hereafter to be submitted to Congress, which shall be
the result of their own deliberate choice. "48
Another, James S. Calhoun, was sent to New Mexico in July 1849
as Indian agent but with secret instructions to induce the people
to form a state government. 49 And the third, Bvt. Lt. Col. George
A. McCall, prior to assuming command of the Third Infantry Regiment at Santa ·Fe (in March 1850), was instructed by Secretary
Crawford as follows:

John Munroe, military governor of New Mexico, 184951. Courtesy of West Point Museum Collections, United
States Military Academy.

John M. Washington, military governor of New Mexico,
1848-49. Courtesy of Museum of New Mexico.
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Should the people of New Mexico wish to take any steps towards
[statehood], it will be your duty, and the duty of others with whom
. you are associated, not to thwart but advance their wishes. It is'
their right to appear before Congress to ask for admission into the
Union. 50
New Mexicans had already made two attempts to secure a civil
government, bilt their objective had been territorial'status rather
than statehood. First, in October of 1848, a convention called by
Donaciano Vigil, whom General Price appointed civil governor,
drafted a' petition to Congress, which asked for the speedy organization of a territorial government and protested against the "dismemberment of our Territory in favor of Texas." Seeking the support
of free-soilers, the authors added the statement that "we do not
desire to have domestic slavery within our borders. "51 Congres's
responded with predictable heated oratory, but no action.
A second convention, held in December 1849, went so far as to
adopt a plan for territorial government and to elect a delegate to
Congress, namely Hugh N. Smith. Inflammatory statements about
slavery and Texas were carefully avoided, but again the effort failed
in' Congress-this time when the House, by a close vote, refused
to seat Smith. 52
Despite the widespread desire to be rid of the military government, the president's scheme for statehood met opposition in New
Mexico. The reason was not that' the citizens preferred a territorial
government but that certain leaders were put in an awkward position. New Mexico's politicians had divided themselves into two
hostile factions, which in reality were the office holders on one
hand and the outsiders on the other, but which called themselves
the Territorial and Statehood Parties, respectively. The more p~w
enul Territorial Party, led by Judge Houghton and the military
clique, was naturally reluctant to support the cause of its opposition.
However, in view of the president's wishes, as conveyed by Colonel
McCall, there was no real choice. 53 A convention for the purpose
of drafting a state constitution was announced on 23 April 1850 by
Bvt. Col. John Munroe, who, in October of the previous year, had
replaced Col~nel Wa~hington as military and civil governor. 54
Meanwhile, the state ofTexas had begun another effort to extend
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its jurisdiction to New Mexico. In January of 1850, the legi~lature
partitioned the southern part of Santa Fe County into the three
new counties of Worth, El Paso, and Presidio; and a new commissioner, Maj. Robert S. Neighbors, was given the task of organizing the four county governments.
Neighbors chose to begin with El Paso County, an area with
which he was already familiar by virtue of having spent ,time there
during the previous year. 55 Several months prior to the commissioner's arrival, the commander of the military post at El Paso,
Bvt. Maj. Jefferson Van Home, had asked the department commander, Colonel Munroe, to tell him which laws should be enforced in that part of the country. VanHorne had been called upon
by different individuals to sustain the laws of both Texas and New
Mexico, and since his orders designated his post in New Mexico,
despite its lying fifteen miles south of what was generally understood to be the New Mexican border, he found himself in a confusing situation. 56 Munroe replied that in order that inhabitants
have the protection of civil laws, Van Home should sustain the
jurisdiction of New Mexico, namely the Kearny Code; until Texas
officially assumed civil jurisdiction, or Congress acted on the matter
of boundaries. 57
Major Neighbors arrived in Franklin (present-day El Paso) on
17 February 1850, and with the cooperation of Major Van Home,
accomplished without difficulty the organization of El Paso County..
The commissioner then traveled to Santa Fe, passing through Worth
County on his' way, but making no effort to organize a county
government because that area had only a small population entirely
under the control of the authorities at Santa Fe. 58
Neighbors, while still at Franklin, had written to Colonel Munroe
asking for his "friendly co-operation in organizing all territory properly belonging to the State of Texas into counties."59 Munroe responded by ordering "the several officers commanding posts in and
near the territory claimed by Texas" to "observe a rigid non-interference with [Major Neighbors] in the exercise of his functions,
and equally avoid coming into conflict with the judicial authorities
created by that State."60 Then, unlike his predecessor, Munroe
informed the adjutant general of the Texan commissioner's presenceand of his own orders for noninterference. 61
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Munroe's orders were dated 12 March. On the following day,
Judge Houghton published a circular (in Spanish) advising his fellow citizens that they owed no loyalty or obedience to Texas, that
encroachments by that government on their ancient limits should
be resisted, and that since the army would not interfere, the matter
was in the hands of the people. 62 The near coincidence of Houghton's circular and Munroe's orders suggests that the two men coordinated their actions before either document was circulated.
Nevertheless, Neighbors reported that on his arrival at Santa Fe
on 8 April, he "was well and courteously received by the inhabitants.~' Some even offered encouragement, which, taken together
with Munroe's orders for noninterference, gave the commissioner
hope for the success of his mission. That changed, however, when
Neighbors called on Colonel Munroe and learned that noninterference meant nonsupport. Munroe explained that because the
U.S. government commissioned the presiding judges and other
officials, he had no power to remove them. When Neighbors suggested that if his mission failed, Texas would probably enforce her
laws by military means, Colonel Munroe replied (according to
Neighbors), "That would be the proper course for Texas to pursue,
there will in that case be no opposition."63.
Neighbors next called on Judge Houghton, who not only expressed his determination to maintain the existing government,
but went on to say that he would imprison any person who should
attempt to impose the laws ofTexas. Since Houghton and the other
two senior judges (Antonio Otero and Charles Beaubien) controlled
the lesser-ranking officials-as well as the Mexican population and
the territory's only printing press-the threat could not be taken
lightly. When on 23 April Colonel Munroe, in accordance with
McCall's instructions from Washington, called a convention for the
purpose of forming a state government, Neighbors concluded that
it was unnecessary to remain in New Mexico. 64
Shortly thereafter, Texas Governor P. Hansborough Bell wrote
directly to the president to find out whether Munroe had acted
under the orders of the government and whether the proclamation
(that called the convention) met with his approval. 65 By reason of
Taylor's death on 9 July, Bell's letter was passed to Millard Fillmore, who directed his newly appointed secretary of state, Daniel
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Webster, to write a reply. Webster's lengthy response gave an
affirmative answer to Bell's two questions but suggested that the
statehood movement should not cause great concern because th~
dispute over the boundary was with the United States, not with
the inhabitants of New Mexico, and the actions of New Mexicans
could not deprive either Texas or the United States of rights to that
territory. Furthermore, and in disagreement with the former president, Webster said that no government, either territorial or state,
could be formed for New Mexico without first settling the boundary
matter. 66
On 6 August, President Fillmore sent the Bell and Webster
letters, together with his opinions on the subject, to Congress with
a plea for legislative action.· The president said he believed that
New Mexico was a territory of the United States with the same
boundaries it had when a possession of the Republic of Mexico,
but that if Congress believed the Texas claim to be well founded,
an indemnity could be offered for its surrender. He also stated that
further delay by the Congress could result in war. If Texan militia
entered New Mexico to enforce the laws of Texas, the president
said he would have no option but to employ military forces of the
United States to resist the invasion. 67
On the same day, acting Secretary of War Winfield Scott sent
word to Colonel Munroe that 750 recruits had been dispatched to
fill the regiments and companies of his command and that the
Seventh Infantry Regiment would soon follow. Whereas these reinforcements were deemed necessary to protect against incursions
of hostile Indians, "another and more painful contingency was apprehended," namely, an invasion from Texas. Munroe was instructed,
in the case of any military invasion of New Mexico, from Texas.
for the purpose of overturning the order of civil government that
may exist in New Mexico at the time, or of subjugating New Mexico
to Texas, to interpose, as far as practicable, the troops under [his]
... command against any such act of violence. 68
In Texas, events were moving so as to bring the "painful contingency" closer to reality. On 13 August a special session of the Texas
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legislature assembled to hear Governor Bell explain the outcome
of the mission of Major Neighbors and then express his own conviction that Texas must assert her rights "at all hazards and to the
last extremity." Accordingly, Bell asked for authorization to raise at
least two regiments of mounted volunteers for the "contemplated
move to and occupancy of Santa Fe. "69 The legislature supported
the governor's views by unanimous resolution, and when the news
reached the public, volunteers came forward in substantial numbers-not just from Texas but other southern states as well. As
Alexander Stephens of Georgia had already said (when someone
scoffed at the idea ofTexas invading a territory of the United States):
The cause of Texas in such a conflict will be the cause of the entire
South. And whether you consider Santa Fe in danger or not, you
may yet live to see that fifteen states of the Union with seven millions
of people who, knowing their rights, dare maintain them, cannot
be easily conquered! Sapientibus verbum sat. 70

War was postponed for more than a decade, however, when on
9 August, three days after Scott signed the orders to Munroe and
the president made his plea for congressional action, the Senate
voted 30 to 20 in favor of the boundary bill that James A. Pearce
of Maryland introduced on 5 August. The House passed the bill
on 6 September (with amendments providing for a territorial government for New Mexico) by a vote of 108 to 97. The Senate
accepted the amendments, and the president signed the act on 9
September. It remained for the Texas legislature to give its assent
to the' boundary provisions, but that was fairly well assured since
the state's senators and both representatives had voted aye. Opposition had come from extremists on both sides of the issue, with
Northerners casting the majority of noes. 71
A succession of boundary proposals had been offered and rejected
before Pearce's plan finally became law. Part of the reason for the
success of that bill was no doubt the urgency of the situation and
the weariness of Congress, but despite the ungainly shape of the
Texas map, with its panhandle and trans-Pecos appendages, the
bill had its own simple logic. The northern boundary of Texas was
drawn at the Missouri Compromise line of 36°30'; the southern

Texas and New Mexico, 1848 (House Exec\ltive Documents).

EDRINGTON: TEXAS-NEW MEXICO BOUNDARY

389

boundary of New Mexico was put at 32°, which was consistent with
the line previously established by Mexico and also was far enough
north that EI Paso, with its newly established county government,
would remain in Texas. It was then left only to designate a meridian
for the east-west boundary between those two, latitudes; and the
choice of the 103rd, near the middle of the vast unsettled plains,
was not at all unreasonable. In addition, the indemnity to be paid
Texas was set at ten million dollars.
So after almost ten years as a republic and five as a state, Texas
finally had an uncontested western boundary. The compromise
settlement was the work of the renowned Thirty-first Congress;
yet it may be that the fate of the disputed territory was no less
determined by officers of the U.S. Army, whose actions were responsible for the controversy reaching Union-shaking proportions
in the first place. Not only was Judge Baird at least partially correct
in his assessment that General Kearny created the jurisdictional
problem by way of his code of law and the appointment of civil
officials, but two of Kearny's successors to the office of military
governor, Colonels Washington and Munroe, squelched the efforts
ofa Texan commissioner, and Colonel McCall, carrying out a special
assignment, caused New Mexico's political leaders to join efforts
in support of a separate state government.
Colonel Washington's role is especially significant in that the
other three men acted largely in accordance with the instructions
of the administration, whereas Washington took matters into his
own hands. Kearny may have overstepped his authority, but Washington was plainly insubordinate when, after he received orders
from Secretary Marcy to cooperate with Texas, he stuck with his
decision to resist. He persuaded the apparently outwitted Judge
Baird to delay making a "formal" claim to jurisdiction (in return for
suppression of anti-Texas propaganda in the Santa Fe newspaper)
and then led his superiors to believe that Texas had made no effort
to assert control.
It may be fair to say, therefore, that the U. S. Army, although it
used the Texan claim as a pretext for invading New Mexico, was
the predominant obstacle to the confirmation of that claim. And if
there was one individual who scuttled Santa Fe County, Texas, that
distinction may belong to John M. Washington, Bvt. Lt. Col.,
U.S.A. 72
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CONFERENCE NOTES
The Taos County Historical Society will host a one-day conference in Taos on
Saturday, 20 October 1984. The conference theme will be "The Making of a
Legend: Historical Figures in Legend and Life." Program speakers include John
Kessell, Victor Westphall, and Lawrence Murphy. For information, phone TCHS
president David L. Caffey at 758-3063.
"When Cultures Meet: Remembering San Gabriel del Yunge Oweenge" is the
title of a day-long workshop on the first Spanish settlement among the Rio Grande
Pueblos, to be held at San Juan Pueblo on Saturday, 20 October 1984. The
workshop will include lectures, prose and poetry readings, slide presentations,
displays, Indian and Hispanic performers, and a luncheon reception. Made possible by a grant from the New Mexico Humanities Council, an affiliate of the
National Endowment for the Humanities and sponsored by San Juan Pueblo, the
workshop is open and free to the public. For more information, contact Lynnwood
Brown, Tribal Planner, at 852-4400.
The University of Arizona College of Medicine is hosting a conference, "A
Century of Women's Health-Practices and Practitioners," 15-16 February 1985'The overall theme of the conference is a historical look at women as practitioners
and patients. For further information, contact Lolly Dwan, Continuing Medical
Education, University of Arizona College of Medicine, Tucson, Ariz. 85724.

MIRRORS AND BLUE SMOKE:
STEPHEN DORSEY AND THE SANTA FE RING
IN THE 18805

SHARON

K.

LOWRY

NEW MEXICO IN THE EARLY 1880s provided a haven and a breeding
ground for a host of politically able and ambitious men. Although
all enjoyed varying degrees of local fame or notoriety, perhaps the
most notorious of these men nationally was Stephen W. Dorsey. A
one-term United States senator for Arkansas, the Ohio native had
served most recently as secretary of the Republican National Committee, from which position he had engineered James A. Garfield's
successful bid for the presidency. With Garfield's death, however,
Dorsey's enemies had gathered like vultures, and he became the
chief defendant in the infamous star route postal fraud investigations. Although two successive juries acquitted Dorsey of conspiracy in the star route frauds, almost no one took these verdicts
seriously, and most believed that Dorsey had been the mastermind
behind a system of frauds that had robbed the Post Office Department of approximately four million dollars.
Dorsey was at the height of his political power in March 1881,
but by the end of the second star route trial in 1883 he had resigned
his position on the Republican National Committee and was in
disgrace. After the second trial, Dorsey pronounced himself "disgusted" with politics and spoke of abandoning that occupation;
however, he soon became obsessed with the idea of returning to
power to vindicate himself and punish those who had persecuted
.him. l To revive his political fortunes, Dorsey looked to New Mexico, where he hoped to turn local popularity and large landholdings
into renewed political strength:
0028-6206/84/1000-0395 $1. 50
© Regents, University of New Mexico

Senator Stephen Dorsey in the early 1870s. Courtesy of the Library of Congress.
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New Mexico will soon become one among the sisterhood of states.
I will stand for the United States Senate, and when I rise in my
place to denounce the cowardly, scheming crew who have almost
dogged me to my grave and almost driven my dear wife into a
madhouse, the record I will give of them will sink them so far
beneath the waves of popular indignation that the resurrection horn
will never reach them. 2

The story of Dorsey's attempt to rebuild his political fortunes is
an object lesson in the truth of Thomas Hobbes's dictum in Leviathan: "The reputation of power is power." In the world of politics,
one has power if people think one does. A more recent writer
described political power as an illusion composed of clouds of blue
smoke manipulated with mirrors. 3 By tilting the mirrors just right,
a politician can create the illusion of thick, billowing clouds of
powerful smoke. But if the mirror breaks, the smoke disappears,
and the politician once described as powerful is exposed as only a
not very skilled magician. This change is what eventually happened
to Stephen Dorsey in New Mexico, and although one hesitates to
stretch the analogy, the ultimate power of the Santa Fe Ring may
have lain in Thomas B. Catron's ability with mirrors.
Dorsey hoped to revitalize his political career in a territory whose
political structure was hopelessly chaotic. Because New Mexico
was a territory, most of its officials were appointed in Washington,
and many of these appointments were made to satisfY patronage
obligations, with little concern given to the welfare of New Mexico. 4
Washington appointees controlled the high administrative and judicial positions in the territory, while the people elected members
of the legislature, the delegate to Congress, and lower county
officials. The delegate could not vote in Congress, however, and
territorial legislation was subject to review in Washington. New
Mexico's territorial status thus created a vacuum in the place of
real political authority: elected officials had no real power, and
appointed officials were usually not in office long enough to develop
any sympathy for New Mexico or any strong political following.
Into this vacuum crowded the bewildering array of factions that
characterized New Mexico politics in the Gilded Age, factions existing not out of loyalty to a political party or identification with
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the territory of New Mexico, but out of devotion to an individual
or dedication to a cause. The major factions were the nebulous
Santa Fe Ring and its opponents, claimants of large Spanish and
Mexican land grants and those who opposed the grants, and supporters and opponents of statehood for the territory. New Mexican
politics also broke along geographical lines, with the Rio Abajo
region to the south of Santa Fe envious of the power wielded by
Santa Fe and the Rio Arriba region to the north. These groups,
always amorphous at best, often overlapped, with people crossing
party and factional lines at will. Thus, for example, supporters of
the Maxwell land grant in Colfax County split into pro- and antiSanta Fe Ring adherents, and the ring itself split in 1884 along Rio
Arriba and Rio Abajo lines. 5 All groups contained Democrats, Republicans, and a variety of third-party advocates.
The most notorious of these factions was the Santa Fe Ring,
under the reputed leadership of Thomas B. Catron. Catron, the
ablest lawyer in a territory noted for its attorneys, had built his
reputation and his fortune out of a practice dealing almost exclusively with titles to Spanish and Mexican land grants. Accepting
land as payment for his efforts in having the. grants confirmed,
Catron became the largest landholder in an area where land represented power as well as wealth. Catron began wielding political
power in New Mexico as United States attorney for the territory
and law partner ofTerritorial Delegate Stephen B. Elkins. By 1880,
Catron was the most powerful man in New Mexico and was credited
with manipulating the politics and the economy of the territory
through the mechanism of the Santa Fe Ring. 6
The Santa Fe Ring, as one historian has noted, was an amorphous
coalition of "aggressive, influential men, ... who took advantage
of their intelligence, wealth, and personal drive, to dominate and
maneuver political and economic affairs in the territory for their
personal financial benefit."7 In his annual report to the Department
of the Interior in 1887, New Mexico Surveyor General George W.
Julian charged that Dorsey and the other members of the Santa
Fe Ring had "brooded over [New Mexico] like a pestilence for a
quarter of a century.... They have confounded political distinctions and subordinated everything to their impelling greed for
land."8
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The Santa Fe Ring probably enjoyed its most tangible existence
in the minds of its opponents, who were quick to confer ring membership on anyone who was involved in land speculation or whose
political ambition collided with theirs. According to Governor Edmund Ross, who spent most of his time in office trying to rid the
territory of rings, the Santa Fe Ring stood at the center of the web
of territorial rings it controlled, ofwhich "Cattle Rings, Public Land
Stealing Rings, Mining Rings, [and] Treasury Rings" were only the
most visible. 9 Ross charged that the Santa Fe Ring operated by
absorbing every important territorial official, so that the ring could
count among its members an endless succession of territorial governors, attorneys general, surveyors general, United States attorneys, district judges, county probate judges, and the chairmen of
the Republican and Democratic territorial executive committees. 10
While a group such as the Santa Fe Ring might have come
together occasionally for their own mutual benefit, the ring was
never as unified as Ross suggested. The group that came together
on one issue might dissolve into warring factions over another.
Indeed, during the 1880s bitter political campaigns pitted reputed
Santa Fe Ring candidates against each other for the same office.
Of the individuals said to compose the ring, Catron and Dorsey
were seldom in harmony, Catron and L. Bradford Prince were
rarely in harmony, and Dorsey and Prince were never in harmony.
The list could go on. Also, one would commit a grave error in
assuming, for example, that because Catron and Dorsey were both
interested in the Maxwell grant, they were interested in the grant
together.
Dorsey earned his "membership" in the Santa Fe Ring through
his association with Catron and Elkins, and his baptism into New
Mexico politics was bloody. Catron and Elkins had brought him
into the fraternity of New Mexico land speculators in 1877 by inducing him to purchase the Una de Gato private land grant in
Colfax County, a grant that today enjoys distinction as the only
private land claim that no New Mexico historian will attempt to
defend as genuine. When the grant came under government attack
as a fraud in 1877, Catron and Elkins a~andoned Dorsey to the
clutches of the federal investigators, leaving him as the sole defender of this malodorous claim. To the enemies of the Santa Fe
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Ring, Catron and Elkins were obviously using Dorsey for the influence he commanded as a United States senator. Dorsey thus
became a fully incorporated member of the ring; the only debate
was over whether Dorsey's involvement in this conspiracy was
willing or innocent. 11
Out of the "exhausting factionalism" of New Mexico politics Dorsey sought to fashion a renewed political career. 12 Returning to
New Mexico after the star route trials, he tried to make a place for
himself in the territory's Republican organization, and he expressed
his interest in returning to the United States Senate. 13 Politically,
however, Dorsey labored in New Mexico under a series ofcrippling
disadvantages. First, he was a relative newcomer to a territory that
harbored a surfeit of politically able and ambitious men. Unlike
Arkansas, where the local Republicans' hold on power had been so
tenuous that Dorsey could easily shunt them aside, he found in
New Mexico a host of immovable competitors for office, like Catron,
who had worked for a seat in the United States Senate for years
and who would not be impressed by Dorsey's experience, talent,
or ambition.
Equally crippling to one who sought to build his political fortunes
from a base in Colfax County, Dorsey's ownership of the Una de
Gato land grant and his interest in the Maxwell grant placed him
squarely on the side of the large landowners in a county whose
population was overwhelmingly antigrant. The Maxwell grant covered all of western Colfax County, and many Colfax County voters
were homesteaders whom the grant's owners were trying to evict.
The battle between the Maxwell claimants and homesteaders had
erupted in the Colfax County War in the 1870s, the lines of which
were complicated by a rift between Colfax County supporters of
the grant and members of the Santa Fe Ring who were interested
in controlling it. 14 While the Colfax County War was over by the
time Dorsey sought to build a New Mexico political career, animosities remained, lines had not softened, and a Santa Fe Ring
supporter of the Maxwell grant would find himself on the wrong
side of every political alignment in Colfax County.
Dorsey sought to overcome these handicaps through liberal applications of the fabled Dorsey hospitality and charm. He entertained lavishly at his Mountain Spring ranch in Colfax County,
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ingratiating himself not only with the people of his region, but with
important territorial officials as well. He was elected commander
of the Raton post of the Grand Army of the Republic, and he
contributed the design and the materials for construction of the
monument to Kit Carson that now stands in Santa Fe. 15 Because
of his large land-holdings and his apparent wealth, Dorsey enjoyed
considerable influence in Colfax County, an influence he sought to
solidify and expand through the purchase of two county newspapers, the Colfax County Stockman and the Raton Range. 16 Although
many people in New Mexico remained skeptical regarding Dorsey's
involvement in the star route frauds--one newspaper played on
Dorsey's initials to tag him with the epithet "Stolen Wealth
Dorsey"17-several endorsements by the legendary atheist Robert
G. Ingersoll, and Ingersoll's presence in Colfax County as Dorsey's
guest, at least partially refurbished Dorsey's sagging reputation.
Dorsey could still command the attention and friendship of at least
one prominent national political figure. 18 But by 1884 the political
divisions in Colfax County were complicated by a split in the territorial Republican party, and Dorsey would soon find himself in
a political situation impossible for him to control.
Rivalry between the Rio Arriba and Rio Abajo elements of New
Mexico's Republican party, born of economic rivalry between the
sections, was a familiar feature of New Mexico's political landscape.
As the western terminus of the Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe had long
been the logical center of New Mexico's economic and political
activity. In 1880, however, the main line of the Atchison, Topeka
and Santa Fe Railroad bypassed Santa Fe in favor of Albuquerque,
and that city quickly surpassed Santa Fe in economic growth. By
1884, RioAbajo politicians who had chafed under what they perceived as rule by a Santa Fe monopoly were impatient to secure
the political power to which they believed their economic strength
entitled them.
The most obvious symbol of political power was the territorial
capital itself, and its removal from Santa Fe to Albuquerque became
the central issue of the legislative session of 1884. But the Rio Abajo
did not yet have the power to dislodge Santa Fe from its preeminent
position in New Mexico politics. In an atmosphere charged with
accusations of ballot box stuffing and ballot stealing, and in the
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absence of many Rio Abajo members, Catron and other Rio Arriba
members passed a bill authorizing the erection of a permanent
capitol building in Santa Fe. 19
The bitterness of this battle lingered on after the session, and
as the territorial Republican convention approached, Las Cruces
attorney William L. Rynerson and former territorial Chief Justice
L. Bradford Prince competed for the Republican nomination for
territorial delegate to Congress. Although Rynerson had long been
a reputed member of the Santa Fe Ring, he campaigned in the Rio
Abajo on an antiring platform, claiming that the Santa Feans held
too much power. 20 Prince, also reputed to be a ring member, saw
himself as a reformer. 21 At the convention, Rynerson and his followers bolted in the face of a hostile chairman and held their own
convention, nominating Rynerson, while those who remained behind nominated Prince. 22 Thus, Prince and Rynerson entered the
fall campaign claiming to be the Republican nominee for delegate.
The Democrats, meanwhile, nominated former Taos County Probate Judge Antonio Joseph and waited gleefully for the inevitable
Republican collapse.
This three-cornered campaign took on many curious aspects when
it reached Colfax County. All three candidates were reportedly
members of the Santa Fe Ring, but Rynerson and Joseph managed
to escape the association by running effective antiring campaigns. 23
In addition, the Democratic party in Colfax County had long been
identified as the antigrant party, and Joseph became a willing antigrant candidate, carefully hiding his questionable dealings with
several land grants. 24 Antiring Republicans who opposed the power
of the large landholders in Colfax County supported Rynerson. 25
Dorsey might have been expected to support Prince in this campaign, if only because the other candidates held unacceptable positions on the land grant issue central to Dorsey's livelihood. But
Dorsey and Prince were implacable enemies, dating from Prince's
defection from Roscoe Conkling's New York machine in 1876. Dorsey had assisted Conkling in blocking Prince's confirmation for a
New York Customs House position in 1877. 26 As a favor to Conkling
after Garfield's election, Dorsey had tried to have Prince removed
from the patronage position he enjoyed as chief justice of New
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Mexico, and Prince had retaliated by accusing Dorsey of land and
mail fraud. 27 Dorsey and Prince could never be political allies.
Dorsey's failure to support Prince, and perhaps his failure to
support Blaine nationally, has led at least one historian of the 1884
campaign to infer that Dorsey supported Joseph. 28 This is not the
case. Even if Dorsey could have considered campaigning for a
Democrat, it would not have been Antonio Joseph. Joseph had
worked for Dorsey as a subcontractor on one of Dorsey's mail routes
and had testified for the prosecution in the star route trials, and
even though Joseph's testimony was not particularly damaging to
Dorsey, neither did it earn for Joseph a place among Dorsey's
friends. 29
Dorsey thus supported Rynerson in the campaign of 1884, but
only because he had no alternative, and he was not comfortable in
this alliance. He sympathized with the regular Republican machinery in New Mexico, but he could not tolerate Prince. 30 In
September, Dorsey attempted to heal the rift in the Republican
ranks and to obtain a more suitable candidate for territorial delegate
by suggesting to Prince's and Rynerson's managers that their candidates withdraw from the race in favor of a compromise nominee. 31
A meeting was held in Las Vegas, New Mexico, for the purpose of
effecting this compromise, but Prince, who had coveted the delegateship since 1882, refused to withdraw, and Rynerson would
not surrender the field to Prince. 32 Dorsey thereupon wrote to
Prince, repeating his conviction that the failure of the compromise
amounted to a surrender of the territory to the Democrats "for
many years to come," and he continued to support Rynerson, who
he predicted would poll "much the largest part of the American
vote of this territory. "33
The Republican candidates combined for a majority of the votes
cast in the delegate contest of 1884, but Joseph won the election,
generating much bitterness among New Mexico's disgruntled Republicans. Prince held the Santa Fe Ring responsible for the Republican party split, blaming Catron and Dorsey for his defeat. 34
Governor Ross, who worked vigorously for Joseph during the campaign, later became disillusioned with his candidate and saw him
as a tool of the Santa Fe Ring; Ross charged that the ring had
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engineered the Republican split for the purpose of electing Joseph. 35 In Colfax County, Joseph's victory was hailed as a defeat
for the holders of large land grants. 36
For the next several months, Dorsey concentrated on his personal finances, leaving a badly scarred Republican party licking its
wounds. But when the campaign season of 1886 arrived, Dorsey
was once again ready to do battle in New Mexico's political arena. 37
The Colfax County Stockman declared that "there are several plums
now ripening for those who would have the nerve and ability to
pluck them," and the paper credited Dorsey with both. 38 The plum
to be plucked in this case was the office of territorial delegate to
Congress, which Dorsey wanted for his friend, Joseph Dwyer,
another Colfax County rancher and president of the Territorial
Cattle Growers' Association. Dwyer was also, in 1886, chairman of
the territorial Republican party. 39
Dwyer had come to New Mexico from Washington late in the
1870s, and Dorsey likely knew him when they were in Washington. 4O By the time of the territorial Republican convention in September 1886, Dwyer was clearly the leading candidate for the
nomination for territorial delegate, and he received the nomination
without opposition. 41 The convention also established a territorial
executive committee to conduct the Republican campaign, and
Dorsey was elected chairman of this committee. 42
The Democrats nominated Antonio Joseph to succeed himself as
delegate, and the Democratic campaign was orchestrated by party
chairman Charles Gildersleeve. A former law partner of Catron,
Gildersleeve was the leading Democratic figure in the Santa Fe
Ring, and he and fellow ring member Joseph consistently frustrated
the efforts of Governor Ross to disperse the ring by appointing ring
members to key patronage positions in his Democratic administration. 43 The campaign of 1886 thus promised to be a repetition
of the contest of 1884 to determine which faction of the Santa Fe
Ring would carry New Mexico's standard to Washington.
Perhaps owing to the strategy of the Republicans in concentrating
their assaults on incumbent Joseph, rather than attacking the entire
Democratic party, the campaign of 1886 quickly degenerated into
a mudslinging contest. 44 Dwyer received a scorching at the hands
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of the territorial Democratic press, which daily accused him of antiMexican prejudice, moral turpitude: and the murder of a number
of Taos County sheepherders. 45 Dorsey responded to these attacks
with an open letter to Gildersleeve, published in the Colfax County
Stockman, that raised personal abuse to the level of an art form
and would have justified Gildersleeve in a suit for slander. 46
Vicious attacks on the Democrats, however, did not help to overcome a serious problem within the Republican party. Although
former candidate Prince campaigned for the Republican ticket,
many Republicans resented Dorsey's part in the split of 1884, which
had cost Prince that election. To repay Dorsey and Dwyer, many
of these Republicans either stayed home or voted for Joseph in'
1886, helping to turn a Republican majority of 2,851 into a Democratic majority of 3,888 and resulting in Dwyer's defeat. 47 The
Democratic attacks on Dwyer also took their toll, as he carried
only two of the territory's eleven counties and lost overwhelmingly
in the Mexican areas of the territory.48 Many Republicans, including
Catron, believed that Dwyer had lost because of Dorsey's presence
in' the campaign, and one newspaper predicted that "now Dorsey
has ungracefully retired to the oblivion of his ranch and cattle, and
will probably never again bob up in the politics of New Mexico. "49
But Dorsey was not ready to retire. He still dreamed of returning
to the United States Senate. Immediately after the election, he
held an elaborate reception at his remodelled home on the Mountain Spring ranch, and as 1887 arrived, he formed a syndicate to
purchase the Maxwell land grant from its Dutch owners. 50 The
Dutch, however, would not sell, and by the summer of 1887,
Dorsey found himself forced again to defend his title to the land
he already held. 51
The election of Benjamin Harrison to the presidency in 1888 was
the occasion for much political maneuvering in New Mexico. It was
assumed that all patronage positions Democrats now held would
be restored to the Republicans, and Catron held a closed meeting
of Republican leaders of the Santa Fe Ring to apportion territorial
offices among the faithful. 52 By this time, however, four years of
internal dissension had considerably weakened the power of the
ring, and a number of Republicans rebelled at the idea that no one
could hold office in New Mexico unless Catron approved. 53
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One of these rebels was Joseph Dwyer, recently defeated in a
bid for the congressional delegate's seat. Dwyer travelled to Harrison's home in Indianapolis soon after the presidential election to
stake his claim on the New Mexico governorship. 54 With Dorsey's
vigorous assistance, Dwyer soon claimed the support of most of
New Mexico's Republican press, as well as the endorsements of
national political figures like William Windom and John Sherman. 55
The campaign soon took on the appearance of a Catron-Dorsey
feud, although neither man was a candidate. 56 Catron claimed that
DorsflY and Dwyer were responsible for the weakened condition
of the Republican party in New Mexico, and he told Elkins that
Dwyer's appointment "would be ruinous to me.... It would be
the same as having Dorsey as Dwyer is a tool in his hand only. "57
But while Catron and Dorsey were fighting to keep the patronage
in New Mexico from each other, a third candidate, opposed to both
of them, entered the race: former ChiefJustice L. Bradford Prince.
Prince was a relative latecomer to the campaign, but he soOn
gained strong support among the many Republicans who saw him
as the logical opponent of the Santa Fe Ring. 58 With Prince in the
race, Dorsey redoubled his campaign efforts, travelling to Washington to warn Interior Secretary John Noble of the disaster that
would befall New Mexico if Prince were appointed governor. 59 It
appeared to some observers that Dorsey was now more interested
in securing Prince's defeat than he was in Dwyer's victory. When
Harrison finally appointed Prince in April 1889, other contenders
and their champions rallied behind the new governor; only Dorsey
refused to accept the president's decision. 60
Dorsey had possibly hoped for a share in New Mexico's patronage
under a Dwyer administration, but Dwyer's failure to receive the
governorship marked the end of Dorsey's career in politics. The
mirror had cracked; the blue smoke had cleared. Dorsey had lost
all real political power in 1881 and had retained his influence only
by convincing others that he would regain it. In 1889 he staked all
that remained of his political reputation on Dwyer's election, and
lost. By the rules of this most ephemeral of games, he was finished.
While Dorsey had gambled his entire political future on the
outcome of this race, for Catron it was only a minor skirmish in a
larger battle. Even though his candidate was also defeated, he could
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rest satisfied that Dorsey had been driven from the New Mexico
political arena. The smoke around the Santa Fe Ring had largely
cleared by 1889, but by then the ring was no longer necessary.
Catron had clearly established a reputation of power that was unassailable. When New Mexico finally did, as Dorsey had foreseen,
"become one. among the sisterhood of states," the place in the
Senate that Dorsey had hoped to occupy was filled by Thomas B.
Catron.
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A RECONSIDERATION OF THE DATING
OF A SEVENTEENTH-CENTURY
NEW MEXICAN DOCUMENT

STUART J. BALDWIN

IN 1929 FRANCE V. SCHOLES published an English translation of
a seventeenth-century Spanish colonial document listing and describing the missions in New Mexico that Scholes believed to be
. a part of or a supplement to the Rel~ci6n of Fray Geronimo de'
Zarate Salmeron. l Later, in 1944, Scholes retracted this asse~sment
on the basis of internal evidence indicating a later date. 2
This internal evidence mentioned events at Zuni and Taos that
were clearly later than the Relaci6n. The document itself was a
copy of an original; the copy was dated 24 May 1664, but no date
was given for the original. Scholes suggested that the original must
date prior to 1659 since it failed to mention the reestablishment
of a mission at the pueblo of Las Humanas, which occurred in that
year. Likewise, the events mentioned for Taos and Zuni placed the
original not earlier than 1639. Within this framework, Scholes suggested a date of 1641 for the original document based on its report
that the Zunis were without missions (but had requested new missionaries) and on equivocal evidence from other documents that
the Zuni missions might have been refounded in the period from
1642 to 1644.
This equivocal evidence consisted in part of a document reporting an expedition to Zuni in 1642 that Scholes considered a
forgery. The other documentation Scholes cited contained circumstantial evidence that would support a reestablishment of the Zuni
missions from 1642 to 1644 only if the suspect document's information on the putative expedition were correct. 3 Since no evidence
is extant in any other source for mission activity in the Zuni pueblos
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in the 1640s,4 the existence of such activity is undemonstrated and
cannot be given much weight in dating the original document.
What, then, is the date of the original document? Further internal evidence, the description of the mission at the pueblo of
Abo, suggests a date of approximately 1656:
The pueblo of Ab6 has a church and convento, organ and choir, and
provision for public worship. It has two visitas, the one for the
Jumanos, the other is Tabini. It has 1580 souls under its administration. 5

The significant information is the reference to an organ, which is
also mentioned in a letter from the custodian and definidores of
New Mexico addressed to the viceroy of New Spain and dated 11
November 1659:
God is good enough to allow certain pine-nuts to grow in the forests
of five or six pueblos in this country, and the minister is accustomed
to ask his parishioners to gather some of them for their churches,
giving them abundant sustenance while they are doing so. From
the pine-nuts wh'ich are gathered and sent to Mexico the proceeds
are given to God (for instance, recently there was brought a fine
organ for the convent of Ab6, and certain things used in the divine
cult for the convent of Cuarac). . . . 6

The use of "recently" in this passage suggests that only a few
years had passed since the organ had arrived from Mexico City as
part of the cargo of a mission supply train, perhaps with the last
supply train procurador general Tomas Manso sent out and that
would have arrived in New Mexico in 1656. 7 The original document
could have been prepared only subsequent to the arrival of the
. organ, and might very well have been sent south with the returning
supply train, which returned to Mexico City in the spring of 1657. 8
This evidence would indicate a date of 1656 for preparation of the
original document.
If the document is thus dated 1656, the request of the Zunis for
new missionaries was not made until the mid-1650s, which explains
the lack of evidence for Zuni missions during the 1640s and 1650s.
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This dating also implies that the Zunis were not included in the
census of 19,870 Pueblo Indians that Governor Alonso Pacheco de
Heredia reported in 1643. 9
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THE NEW DEAL AND THE WEST:
A REVIEW ESSAY

MICHAEL P. MALONE

THE NEW DEAL AND THE WEST. By Richard Lowitt. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1984. The West in the Twentieth Century, ed. Martin Ridge. xx
+ 238 pp. IlIus., bibliog., index. $25.00.
THE PANORAMA OF THE twentieth century is the beckoning frontier of the rapidly
evolving historiography of the American West. Only now are historians finally
beginning to study this vital postfrontier era in a systematized fashion. Beyond
dispute, the Depression-New Deal period of 1929-39 is a key facet~perhaps the
key facet--of the western experience in modern times. The New Deal, with its
massive proliferation of federal activities, federal monies, and federal regulations,
marked an epochal redirection in the course of western history, beginning the
end of the region's "colonial" dependence upon the East and beginning its rise
toward regional parity and economic and cultural self-sufficiency.
Thus this new book by Richard Lowitt of Iowa State University, the first in-.
staIIment in Martin Ridge's series with Indiana University Press on the twentieth
century West, has been eagerly awaited. Lowitt certainly has the credentials to
do the job. He combines an impressive knowledge of both the West and of
twentieth-century America, and his three-volume biography of Nebraska's great
progressive Senator George Norris is justifiably esteemed. I
Over the past thirty years, the New Deal has attracted the attention of some
of this country's best historians. Their interpretations range from those of a few
rightist critics, to a vocal minority of New Left historians who excoriate the
Roosevelt men for propping up a decadent capitalism, to liberal apologists like
Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. Lowitt calmly avoids these often polemical discussions.
Rather, he seems to follow the bent of the best New Deal scholars-for example,
William E. Leuchtenburg, James T. Patterson, and Otis Graham-who are sympathetic with the New Deal's cautiously liberal approach, but who are also objectively critical in their judgments. 2
The author is quick to define his approach to this huge and complex subject.
Correctly, at least to this reviewer, he defines the West broadly, to encompass all
of the contiguous territory west of the eastern borders of the Dakota-Texas tier
of states, Lowitt writes:
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Equally easy was my decision to abandon a state-by-state approach for one that would
examine New Deal agencies and programs as they affected the West. This was further
refined to those agencies and programs that centered more or less exclusively on
the West: namely programs and policies of the United States Department of Agriculture and the Department of the Interior. Other agencies and their activities would
not be ignored, and the focus of the study would concentrate on the federal impact
in the West during the New Deal years (p. xv).

Here, in essence, is the book's main thrust, and also a rendering of its converse
strength and weakness. The book does not attempt a truly general overview of
the New Deal in the West. Rather, it presents a selective analysis of certain key
agencies and of certain subregions.
Lowitt begins with a brief introduction, noting the critically important role
Westerners played in getting FDR nominated and elected in 1932. He then
proceeds with a tour-like overview of depressed conditions out West, drawn from
the accounts of relief administrator Harry Hopkins's handpicked observer, Lorena
Hickok. In the following chapters, he sets forth his main interpretations. In the
devastated and dust-blown Great Plains region, the New Dears primary emphasis
lay in the realm of Agriculture Secretary Henry Wallace, and in efforts to deal
with the wounded land and its disoriented population. In the Rockies and the
arid lands to the west of them, the Interior Department and its headstrong chief
Harold Ickes ruled supreme. Lowitt is most convincing in his depiction of the
scheming bureaucrat Ickes as the New Deal lord of the West, and of the transformed Bureau of Reclamation as the engine of empire in this part of America.
The construction of the great irrigation-hydroelectric projects like Boulder (Hoover) and Shasta dams revolutionized things in the arid West, initiating a symbiotic
federal-financial-political nexus that continues to underlie the political economy
of the region-as President Carter later learned to his sorrow.
The author proceeds to develop other themes of New Deal involvement out
West. Through its silver purchase program, ramrodded by a handful of influential
mountain states senators, the New Deal subsidized the depressed mining industry;
and by regulating the interstate flow of "hot oil" from new fields, it attempted to
save the glutted oil industry from complete collapse. John Collier's "Indian New
Deal," offering tribes new hopes for self-government and management of their
own resources, is viewed as a "mixed success."
Focusing upon two subregions of the Far West, Lowitt sees the New Deal's
impact upon the coastal states as a study in variations. The Pacific Northwest
emerged as the "promised land" of regional planning, with the great multipurpose
dams at Bonneville and Grand Coulee and the Bonneville Power Administration
that marketed their power serving as the engines of a new surge toward industrialization and prosperity. In the far-flung imperial state of California, on the
contrary, the New Dears impact "was conSiderably less than in any other part of
the West" (p. 172), even despite the flow of federal dollars into the vast irrigation
network of the Central Valley Project. In a brief chapter, Lowitt looks quickly at
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political trends by focusing upon the westward travels of the Roosevelts. A concluding essay, "From Pioneering to Planning," restates the book's primary theme
of the New Deal as the transition from a wasteful colonial era to the modern
period of federal involvement and regional growth.
What this book attempts specifically to do, it does quite well. The analyses of
federal agricultural, conservation, and reclamation policies are well informed,
insightful, and convincing. In fact, it is refreshing and stimulating to avoid yet
another review of "alphabet soup" agencies and to see instead the focus here upon
a key underrated yet enduring agency like the Reclamation Bureau, which was
transformed into the central force of federal power in the trans-Rocky Mountain
West. However, the author's fundamental decision to follow selected themes
rather than to attempt a truly comprehensive study seems to belie his title, "The
New Deal and the West."
One must ask how thorough and accurate an assessment can be made of the
New Dears regional impact without an in-depth look at the key relief agencies
that were its most conspicuous feature. In the West, like everywhere else, the
FERA, WPA, CWA and other relief agencies were the most controversial aspect
of the New Deal. They built everything from courthouses and airports to earthen
dams and county roads. The same question might be raised about other main
New Deal programs that are only touched upon here, like the National Industrial
Recovery Act or the revolutionary new federal policies involving labor.
The author's use of source materials raises other questions, at least to this
writer. Admittedly, using Lorena Hickok as a vantage upon the depressed West
is effective; but myriads of other good sources are thereby left untapped. More
importantly, the glimpses into western politics afforded by presidential travels
and other occasional soundings barely scratch the surface of this vitally important
and genuinely revolutionary aspect of the New Deal. This brings one to the book's
major deficiency: its failure to draw upon much of the existing secondary literature
on the New Deal in the West. In (wisely) eschewing a "state-by-state approach,"
one does not simply dispose of the essential fact that the New Deal transformed
government and politics in all states. Indeed, as James T. Patterson demonstrated
in his The New Deal and the States, it is not only possible but highly rewarding
to sample the political situations in the states and to generalize from them. There
are many book-length, article, and thesis studies of western states in the New
Deal era and of western political leaders of the time; a perusal of them clearly
reveals the tremendous impact that the New Deal had upon localities and local
politics. Most of these studies, however, are not drawn upon in this volume, and
the failure to utilize this important aspect of the literature on the subject must
be counted a major shortcoming-whatever the specific focus of the book. 3
Thus, The New Deal and the West is a mixed achievement. As a first foray into
a very large and complex subject, examining and explaining the new roles of key
agencies in the West, it is successful and impressive. In slighting other important
facets of the New Deal, and in ignoring the writings of a number of scholars who
have already explored the New Deal in the western states, however, it leaves
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much of the essential fleshing out of the subject, even in a general sense, yet to
be done. The book is, in essence, a beginning, and an important and rewarding
one at that.

NOTES
1. Richard Lowitt, George W. Norris: The Making of a Progressive, 1861-1912
(Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 1963); Lowitt, George W. Norris: The Persistence of a Progressive, 1913-1933 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1971);
and Lowitt, George W. Norris: The Triumph of a Progressive, 1933-1944 (Urbana:
University of Illinois Press, 1978).
2. See Jerold S. Auerbach, "New Deal, Old Deal, or Raw Deal: Some Thoughts
on New Left Historiography," Journal of Southern History 35 (February 1969):
19-30; Robert E. Burke and Richard Lowitt, The New Era and the New Deal,
1920-1940, Goldentree Bibliographies in American History (Arlington Heights,
HI.: Harlan Davidson, 1981); Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., The Age of Roosevelt, 3
vols. (Boston: Houghton Miffiin, 1957-60); William E. Leuchtenburg, Franklin
D. Roosevelt and the New Deal, 1932-1940 (New York: Harper & Row, 1963);
James T. Patterson, The New Deal and the States: Federalism in Transition (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1969); Otis L. Graham, Jr., An Encorefor Reform:
The Old Progressives and the New Deal (New York: Oxford University Press,
1967).
3. Patterson, The New Deal and the States. Two starting points in looking over
the literature on the New Deal in the western localities are Pacific Historical
Review 38 (August 1969), and John Braeman, Robert H. Bremner, and David
Brody, eds., The New Deal, vol. 2: The State and Local Levels, 2 vols. (Columbus:
Ohio State University Press, 1975), which has extended essays on Oklahoma,
Wyoming, Montana, Colorado, New Mexico, and Oregon.

BOOK NOTES
Several smaller publishers have recently issued items of interest. Wild Horses:
A Turn-of-the-Century Prairie Girlhood by Eva Pendleton Henderson is available
from The Sunstone Press (Box 2321, Santa Fe, 87501, $8.95 paper). Ninety-three
year old Eva Henderson, member of the Chisum family and a resident of Las
Cruces, has written a series of vignettes, memories of her life in southern New
Mexico in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. They are memories
of Eddy, Carlsbad, and Hachita; of cattle, horses, and people; of dances, courting,
and the girls' basketball team.
Oil in West Texas and New Mexico: A Pictorial History of the Permian Basin by
the late Walter Rundell, Jr. (Texas A & M University Press, cloth $24.95) combines
some 270 photographs with a description of the development of the oil business
in the basin. As a college student, Rundell became acquaintd with the industry
through summer employment in a refinery. Because this is a pictorial history, a
modern study of the Permian Basin is still needed, but Rundell has brought
together carefully chosen photographs depicting virtually all phases of oil in the
basin. This volume is a useful contribution to the history of the southeastern
corner of New Mexico and adjacent portions of Texas.
In 1970 Elizabeth Cole Butler of Eugene, Oregon, began a collection of Indian
art that grew so rapidly that from 1974 to 1982 she opened the Butler Museum
to display the collection. In 1982 some 1,500 objects were transferred to the
Philbrook Art Center in Tulsa, Oklahoma, while others went to the Anchorage
Historical Museum in Alaska. The remarkable collection now at Philbrook is the
subject of As In a Vision: Masterworks of American Indian Art (University of
Oklahoma Press, $19.95 paper) with textual material provided by Edwin Wade,
Carol Haralson, and Rennard Strickland. Judging from the fine illustrations in
this volume, serious students of Native American material culture must see this
collection. This is a beautiful volume illustrated by quality photographs supported
by brief but readable text, a volume suitable to honor Elizabeth Cole Butler.
On a smaller scale and of more limited scope is Kachina Dolls by Robert Breunig
and Michael Lomatuway'ma, an issue of Plateau, published quarterly by the
Museum of Northern Arizona at Flagstaff. This issue is worthy of note because of
the subject matter and the fine photography.
In recent months the University of Arizona Press has issued a number of paperback editions relating to the West and Southwest. Among them is Dane Coolidge's Arizona Cowboys (paper $7.95). Coolidge was a photographer and writer
who produced several books about cowboys. In 1903 he visited the Verde Valley
in Arizona and gathered the material that became the basis for Arizona Cowboys,
which was first published in 1938. Coolidge describes conditions in the cattle
industry in central Arizona, including cattlemen-sheepmen conflicts, but he is
best at imparting the flavor of cowboy life. Among the eleven short chapters is
one on the Graham-Tewksbury feud, which is the subject of Arizona's Dark and
Bloody Ground by Earle R. Forest (University of Arizona Press, paper $11.95).
Also known as the Pleasant Valley war, this bloody conflict engulfed the Tonto
basin in central Arizona in the late 1880s, resulting in the death of at least seventeen men. Forest did an excellent job of sorting out the facts from legend and
made extensive use of court records, newspapers, and interviews in producing
what has been the standard account of the conflict.

Book Reviews
THE DEVELOPMENT OF LAW ON THE ROCKY MOUNTAIN FRONTIER: CIVIL LAW
AND SOCIETY, 1850-1912. By Gordon Morris Bakken. Contributions in Legal
Studies, Number 27. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1983. Pp. 200. Notes,
bibliog., tables, index. $29.95.
HISTORICAL SCHOLARSHIP ON LAW in the western states is scanty, except for the
seemingly endless parade of books and articles on outlaws and lawmen. Given
this circumstance, Gordon Bakken's study of the development of civil law in the
Rocky Mountain West is a welcome addition to existing literature.
Drawing inspiration from the important work of James Willard Hurst, dean of
American legal historians, Bakken traces the impact of the physical, political, and
economic environment in eight mountain states on the common law tradition
received from jurisdictions east of the Mississippi. "The continuing challenge,"
Bakken writes "was to create a legal environment attractive to outside investment
while accommodating changing frontier environmental characteristics and maintaining local political controls" (p. 6). To accomplish this task, legislators and jurists
adopted an instrumentalist approach to law-making, accepting those parts of common law that promoted the social and economic goals of the region and enacting
positive legislation to meet peculiar western needs. Thus, regional lawmakers
enacted codes that emphasized the central role of the marketplace and entrepreneurial energy in economic development, yet refused to trust the allocation of
scarce resources, especially water, to private interests alone .
.Bakken ranges widely in his study, treating the major divisions of civil lawproperty, tort, contract, labor, corporate--and surveying the various adaptations
made in the eight Rocky Mountain states. Both text and notes, moreover, reveal
comprehensive examination of statute books and court reports. But the whole is
less valuable than the sum of the parts would suggest, at least to this reviewer.
One major problem is the author's curious acceptance of theories as fact rather
than as propositions to be tested. Of course, every historian makes certain assumptions about his subject, but no scholar should neglect critical examination
of theories that go to the heart of an interpretation. Unfortunately, this is what
Bakken has done. For example, he accepts "as simple statements of faith" important but untested propositions (at least for the Rocky Mountain West), including
the "dynamic" character of late nineteenth-century law and the formative interaction of legal, social, and economic institutions. At best, these and other statements are theories that require rigorous testing; at worst, they are vague, meaningless
formulations that act as substitutes for critical analysis.
Other problems require brief mention. The prose is wooden and the narrative
unenlivened by anecdotal or discursive material. Chapters are divided into numerous subsections, many of which are unsatisfactory summaries or abstracts of
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complex legal topics. There is also no attempt, except in the first chapter, to link
findings to broader historiographical themes.
Although the book has its faults, Bakken's work is not without merit. He convincingly refutes the popular notion that law in the Rocky Mountain West was
indigenous, and he provides a better understanding of the complex heritage and
nature of the region's civil law. For these accomplishments, he deserves our
thanks.

University of Southern Mississippi

DAVID

J.

BODENHAMER

FORGING NEW RIGHTS IN WESTERN WATERS. By Robert G. Dunbar. Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 1983. Pp. xiii, 278. Preface, notes, index. $25.00.
ALTHOUGH WESTERN HISTORIANS HAVE ALWAYS been conscious of the importance
of water in the region much of the writing on the subject has come from the pens
of lawyers, engineers, and technical specialists. Walter Prescott Webb helped to
focus the attention of historians on the subject, however, and in the last few years
studies by Norris Hundley, Ira Clark, and Robert Dunbar also began to touch on
water problems in New Mexico. Now Dunbar has expanded upon his earlier
publications with his new book on the historical development of water rights in
the trans-Mississippi West.
Within a loose analytical framework Dunbar surveys the evolution of water law
during the past century. He utilizes Walter Webb's familiar theme concerning the
adaptation of nineteenth-century settlers, familiar with humid climes, to the semiarid conditions that confronted them west of the 98th meridian. The process of
forging distinctive western water rights, Dunbar argues, was multicultural. It
drew on the creative energies of native Americans, of Spaniards and their descendants, miners from around the world, and professional engineers from Europe
and all parts of the United States. Perhaps Dunbar should also have included a
discussion of Australian engineers since their impact on water policies on the
Pacific Coast was particularly important at the turn of the century. As the book
indicates, the process of adaptation required not only technological ingenuity and
innovation, but modification of legal doctrines. How settlers transformed riparian
doctrines into appropriation rights is a major' theme in Dunbar's narrative. By
the middle of the twentieth century, however, a growing concern for ecology and
environmental balance led to increasing questioning of appropriation rights as
critics began to question the efficacy of the doctrine. Although Dunbar refrains
from comparisons, it could be argued that after 1950 Americans w~re encountering
some of the same problems emanating from population density, pollution, and
scarcity of water and land that Europeans had experienced for many centuries.
Dunbar tells his story in sixteen terse chapters. After brief summaries of water
rights policies of Indian civilizations, Spaniards, and Mormons, he describes the
first large irrigation projects in California, Arizona, and other western states during
the second half of the nineteenth century. Although he does not link reclamation
policies dUring the Progressive era directly to the reform movements of that
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period, he underscores increasing modification of riparian doctrines at that time.
Individual chapters'deal with systems of water rights enforcement in Colordo,
Wyoming, California, and New Mexico. Dunbar's study is especially useful for
its emphasis on New Mexico's contributions to water rights policies, particularly
the evolution of ground water rights in Roswell and the Pecos Valley between
1890 and 1930. Thirteen other western states adopted New Mexico's regulations
in succeeding years. As urbanization of the West increased during the second half
of the twentieth century, the author notes, further questioning and adaptation of
appropriation doctrines can be expected.
This is a sober, competent survey based on conscientious research. Although
it lacks a bibliography, extensive notes provide guidance for readers wishing to
pursue the subject further.

University of New Mexico

GERALD D. NASH

HANDBOOK OF NORTH AMERICAN INDIANS: SOUTHWEST, Vol. 10. Alfonso Ortiz,
ed. Washington: Smithsonian Institution, 1983. Illus., bibliog., index. Pp. xvi,
868. $25.00.
WHEN THE HANDBOO'K OF NORTH AMERICAN INDIANS IS COMPLETED, it will
comprise some twenty volumes (approximately 18,000 pages of information) covering the prehistory, history, and culture of the aboriginal peoples who have lived
north of Mexico. Volume Ten, the Southwest, was edited by Alfonso Ortiz, and
is the fifth volume of the series to appear. If the remainder of the set maintains
the high quality of these early works, many libraries will want to acquire the
entire Handbook. Of course, "handbook" is something of a misnomer. These
volumes are weighty, large tomes. Also be advised that this work is an encyclopedic
tribe-by-tribe survey, and therefore has all the strengths and weaknesses associated with a great anthology~ The Handbook is designed for generalists, not for
scholars or advanced students doing monographic research. Given these parameters, the editor of the current volume can be especially pleased with this product.
Handbook of North American Indians: Southwest contains fifty-six articles.
Reflecting the state of historical and anthropological knowledge, most attentionsome thirty-one articles-is devoted to the Navajo, Apache, and Piman peoples.
Only twelve of the articles treat tribes south of the international boundary. Some
readers will also wonder about the overall definition of the Southwest, which
includes all of the northern states of Mexico. Perhaps a better title would have
been "Southwest and Northern Mexico." Not covered in Volume Ten are the
Pueblo tribes, separately treated in Volume Nine.
With articles contributed by so many different authors, the Handbook, not
surprisingly, displays some unevenness. Nevertheless, the bulk of the work is
splendid. Edward Spicer on the Yaquis and Bernard Fontana on the Papagoes are
exceptionally thoughtful and scholarly.
Several,articles suffer from outdated research. Robert A. Roessel, "Navajo History, 1850-1863," was written in 1973 and relies too much on antiquated research,
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particularly the heavy use of William H. Keleher, Turmoil in New Mexico (1952)
and Lynn R. Bailey, The Long Walk (1968). Part of the problem, however, may
stem from the rather long period of time that has passed since these pieces were
first accepted. Ortiz, the editor, should have explained why there was such a long
delay in publication.
While most of the selections are quite judicious in scholarship and tone, readers
should be cautioned against the scholarship displayed in the article on the peyote
religion. David F. Aberle does little more than serve as an intellectual cheerleader
for the drug's use. Despite extensive medical evidence of the" harmful nature of
hallucinogens, the author blithely states: "There is no evidence to support the
allegations about the negative effects of Peyote" (pp. 564-65). Even Carlos Castaneda's hero, Don Juan, did not go that far. It is not too puritanical to believe
that both the advantages (?) and the liabilities of peyote should be delineated.
The above criticisms, however, are minor when considering the scope and
breadth of the overall work. The Handbook of North American Indians is so
valuable that one hopes the Smithsonian can somehow speed up the publication
of future volumes. For decades to come, this set will stand as the definitive
multivolume treatment of the American Indian.

University of Toledo

GERALD THOMPSON

THE IMPERIAL OSAGES: SPANISH-INDIAN DIPLOMACY IN THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY.
By Gilbert C. Din and Abraham P. Nasatir. Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1983. Pp. xv, 432. IlIus., bibliog., index. $39.95.
THE IMPERIAL OSAGES is the culmination of Nasatir's indefatigable collection of
documents, principally from Spanish archives, with introduction and conclusion
of very different character by his recent collaborator, Din. Its title, as well as
years of grapevine publicity on the project, seemed to promise the long-awaited
construction of Osage history through the era of Spanish dominion. Unfortunately,
the book is not that. Its greatest usefulness may be as a guide for the researcher
who needs to comb the Archivo General de Indias for certain threads of Indian
tribal of Spanish administrative history.
Din's introductory summary of anthropological information on the Osages foreshadows disappointment with his remark that little reportage of that nation antedates that of early nineteenth-century Anglo-American visitors. Scholars had
long anticipated a rich haul of earlier information on the Osages from the Spanish
and French documents squirreled away for Nasatir's project, but virtually none
appears in this book's representation of those documents. Furthermore, the anthropological knowledge presented in Din's introduction hardly figures in the
interpretation of evidence. That shortcoming may hold a clue to the book's failure
as Indian history.
It is not unlikely that, as in Spanish documents bearing on many other tribes,
those that Nasatir collected as pertinent to the Osages are rich in ethnological
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information that the elder scholar simply failed to incorporate in his effort. Investigators tracking Quapaws, Caddos, and several other nations as well as the
Osages may indeed find much of value in the documents cited. The dubious
quality of translation in the many quotations warns the prudent researcher to
examine the originals.
Specialists will be dismayed to find no real attempt to sort out the complex
nomenclatures of peoples whose interaction with the Osages leads them to figure
importantly in this study, particularly the many Wichita and Caddo groups: The
nonspecialist will surely be bewildered or even misled. Only the hardiest will
slog on through an unfocused narrative in difficult, often contradictory prose that
requires him to guess, for instance, that "forest of Travers" means the Cross
Timbers.
The Imperial Osages counts better as regional than as tribal history. It should
not be overlooked by anyone investigating the area from St. Louis to Natchitoches
and their hinterlands in the era of Spanish dominion. The next to brave the
construction of Osage history should find in the book not only useful leads to
documents, but a spur to analyze those materials in terms of Osage realities.
What he will not find, title notwithstanding, is an Indian nation "imperial" by any
stretch of imagination. On the contrary, these Osages appear as an incompetent
lot of cowards and bullies without redeeming qualities. Subsequent American
experience with them, lightly sketched in Din's conclusion, does not support that.
A fairly balanced history of the Osages is yet to come.
The University of Oklahoma Press deserves the thanks of every serious user
for setting at page bottoms the essential meat of this work, its exhaustive footnotes.

Austin, Texas

ELIZABETH A. H. JOHN

AMERICAN INDIAN ECOLOGY. By J. Donald Hughes. El Paso: Texas Western Press,
1983. Pp. xiii, 174. Illus., notes, bibliog. $20.00.
IRON EYES CODY HAS, through recent television, exemplified Indian care for the
environment. While many Americans are aware that Indians have a closer alliance
than others with natural environment, most people are not sure how Indians treat
land and how land influences, philosophically and socially, Indians in general and
certain tribes in particular.
Step by step this work takes the reader from a general reaction of Indians
toward all forms of nature (land, sky, flowers, animals) to well-documented tribal
examples of how the environment is respected, not out of awe, but of respect,
from the initial concept of life to its full heartbeat as it came upon this earth and
transformed the care of the living to each individual. The killing of certain beasts,
buffalo included, was a natural act. In some cases, the hunter thanked the spirit
of the kill for providing food and skins. In other instances, there were prayers
and rituals performed before the hunt. Moreover, many tribes derived clan names
from animals not out'of reverence, but because there was a kinship felt between
man and creature.
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This kinship extended also to plants and other natural fauna. Parts of trees,
plants, bushes were utilized not just for decoration, but for medicine, rituals, and
dwellings. Prayers were uttered before a tree, bush, or flower was removed or
trimmed. Indians, from the Northwest Coast to the Great Plains to the Southwest,
felt each member of the animal and plant world was a member of their families
deserving a high degree of respect, and in numerous instances, reverence.
The next logical treatment involves the spiritual use ofnature iI) prayers, dances,
and movements, such as the Ghost Dance. What was considered as bountiful
must be used lovingly; the forces of nature should become the core of daily life.
Perhaps rio other culture involves anthropomorphic uses of nature more than
many Indian tribes during a young lady's puberty rites. Here, plants, herbs, and
the very soil become part of one's life. In addition, larger movements involving
tribes or nations employed the wisdom of the land to buoy spiritual hopes. The
Ghost Dance was the last great attempt to unify the force of nature (eagle, buffalo)
with an inner strength in order to gain predominance over the land. Probably
the best example today of any higher degree of naturalistic respect is in Hopi
society where Kachinas symbolize every conceivable human form of nature (animals, plants, spirits) communicating between the living human (caretaker of
nature) and the spirits (theistic beings-providiers of all of nature-plants, water,
land, animals).
And what portends for the future? More than a plea, this brief but compact
study strikes a clear note that reverence for land is not a recent innovation but
as deep as the soul may go. This reverence pervades everything. While the author
documents his work quite well, there is an overwhelming sense that lip-service
is paid to a few eastern tribes. While more data may be extant west of the
Mississippi, numerous tribes in New England and along the Atlantic coast as far
south as Florida should not be overlooked. Despite this flaw, this work is must
reading for anyone who desires to understand why Indians revere this great land.
And, for those who have doubts, the bibliography should provide more clues and
answers than doubts. From this work, one can achieve a fuller comprehension of
American Indian ecology.
St. Leo College

KARL E. GILMONT

DAUGHTERS OF THE CONQUISTADORES: WOMEN OF THE VICEROYALTY OF PERU.
By Luis Martin. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1983. Pp. xiii,
354. Illus., notes, bibliog., index. $14.95 paper, $29.95 cloth.
LUIS MARTIN EXPRESSED HOPE THAT his colleagues would appreciate his efforts
"in breaking this uncharted ground of women's history in the viceroyalty of Peru"
(p. xii). We do. Martin is a raconteur of the exploits of strong-minded women
from Bogota to Buenos Aires. The research that backs their story comes from
archives in Lima and Seville. What Martin has restored to us are the female
avatars of the Tradiciones peruanas.
Pioneer women came to America, fought Indians and Spaniards, ruled large
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households, introduced European plants, animals, and domestic industries, and
pleased men. Powerful encomenderas ruled their estates absolutely, married reluctantly, endowed charities, and manipulated men. Women were educated by
tutors, dames, and convent and lay schools with jails. Classes for children laboring
in textile industries in Bogota had to close because too many espaiiolas ran away,
but adult education for servants in Buenos Aires worked. Single women adopted
babies, and dowries made women conveyances for their family interests. Legal
separations and annulments were solutions to wife-beating, alcoholism, and sexual
incompatibility. Shelters for women were refuges, and concubinage was a social
disease.
The "fortress offeminism" (p. 6) and the "true and independent islands ofwomen
in the midst of a male-dominated society" (p. 170) were the nunneries. Unlike
wives, nuns had time to read, play music, visit, and "do" theatricals and song
fests. Black veils voted with secret ballot on the most important concerns of their
community and lived in a luxury of dress, repast, and service. Convent life, in
turmoil and in peace, is' very well-described. For those of us who have been
fascinated by beatas (holy laywomen), poor witches, nuns as "rioters," salon ladies,
and the seductive veiled tapada belles of Lima, there are memorable examples.
Every book has organizing themes. According to Martin, there are three here.
The cult of the Virgin Mary explains the commitment ofbeatas, nuns, and Christian
humanists. Courtly love explains concubines and mistresses. The legend of Don
Juan explains everything else. Don Juanism is defined as "an obsessive exaltation;
an almost religious cult of virility" (p. 2). One may be disappointed to read that
sex has been overemphasized in this cult. And women can be infected by it (no,
not that way) when they share the "rebellious and diabolical independence of
Don Juan" (p. 3). Don Juanism explains the behavior of Isabel of Castille,,, the
Duchess of Alba, the discoverer of the Solomon Islands, and c~mp followersand also the woman who committed the most hideous crimes in all Peru and the
one in Chile who tortured her servants, poisoned her father with chicken, and
killed nine other people. Women who beat up their husbands, encomenderas,
the rebellious tapadas, women who chose their own lovers, nuns in the big
convents, and St. Teresa of Avila all display Don Juanism.
The explanation transcends intellect. Someone once said that for every male
fantasy there might be a more rational explanation in the practical and sensuous
activities of human problem-solving. The thought comes 'round again.

University of Hawaii at Manoa

DORIS M. LADD

Los RURALES MEXICANOS. By Paul J. Vanderwood. Mexico: Fondo de Cultura
Economica, 1982. 247 pp. Illus., bibliog., maps. $6.60.
THIS BOOK IS THE CULMINATION OF YEARS of painstaking research and writing by
the author treating Mexico's federal police force during the Porfiriato (1876-1911).
But this work transcends a mere history of policemen or of a government instit~tion. It penetrates the realities of Mexico during one of its most important eras,
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when it was still a transitional society caught in the process of change from its
traditional structures to total emersion in the industrial economy and urban culture
of the North Atlantic nations.
Vanderwood provides essential information regarding developing social stresses,
internal politics, government corruption, the interplay of special interests and
the effects of economic demise. Utilizing a variety and depth of resources that
transcend the usual monograph, the author offers penetrating detail about important but almost always overlooked social conflicts in regions such as Durango,
Puebla, Tlaxcala, and Zacatecas.
He begins with a succinct appraisal of Mexico's earlier social turmoil and the
efforts of the authorities over time to impose some degree of stability. Treasury
impoverishment always circumscribed government efforts. Porfirio Diaz committed the resources necessary in order to establish a constabulary to protect the
brave new world he undertook to create.
The Rurales paralleled the porfirian regime in its ascendancy, spirit, financing,
and demise. They prospered during the 1880s and 1890s. They ~ere stationed
at high risk trouble spots reflecting lower class unrest, banditry, and the ability
of foreign property owners to exert influence on the government. From 1900 to
1910 they went into decline while the government confronted fiscal crisis and
rising unrest. Given responsibilities far in excess of their ability to fulfill during
a rising tide of strikes and economic hardship, the Rurales sank into decadence
and ineptitude.
This book does credit to the author and the Fondo de Cultura Economica. It
is a major contribution to porfirian history. A landmark study, it is required reading
for Mexicanists.

University of Houston

JOHN HART

FRAGMENTS OF THE MEXICAN REVOLUTION: PERSONAL ACCOUNTS FROM THE BORDER. By Oscar J. Martinez. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1983. Pp. xiii, 316. Illus., bibliog. $24.95 cloth, $12.50 paper.
THIS BOOK IS A MAJOR CONTRIBUTION to the revived field of borderlands studies.
Fragments of the Mexican Revolution will interest students of Mexican-American
as well as southwestern history. In addition to being handsomely produced by
the University of New Mexico Press, the book Oscar Martinez has written will
be appreciated by general readers and academics.
Martinez's comments on the nature of the Revolution are unbiased and reasonablyaccurate. In dealing with such a polemical topic, such virtues are welcome.
The author provides important details to frequently ignored topics. Fragments of
the Mexican Revolution contains a fine section on the Plan de San Diego revolt
and outlines a series of atrocities committed by the Texas Rangers. Equally interesting is the documentation concerning several battles within several border
towns that contributed to the tension characterizing the border during the period
from 1910 to 1920.
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Perhaps the book's most outstanding contribution is its realistic portrait of
Pancho Villa. Far too often, Villa is considered a hero of the downtrodden who
enjoyed more popularity than is really the case. In reality, Villa killed unarmed
Chinese, believing that they had no business in Mexico. Villa's insatiable sexual
appetite was more than a legend; border families hid their children or fled to the
United States to avoid rape. Many of the Villista troops had to choose between
joining Villa or being shot on the spot.
The Villista soldiers who fought in the Revolution were the prime beneficiaries
of his generosity. The guerrilla leader left money for wounded troops that he put
up in hospitals and hotels. The soldiers also received high wages, plenty of food,
and three sets of clothing. Soldiers and civilians alike enjoyed beef provided them
after Villa seized cattle from the haciendas.
In general; Fragments of the Revolution is a timely example of oral history.
Martinez has successfully utilized personal reminiscences to gather most of the
book's material with a tape recorder. The author also used letters, official testimony, newspaper articles, and various reports. The volume contains a good overview of cities as well as people from both countries. The intense suffering and
violence that characterized this period are also vividly revived. An additional
bonus is the large amount of attention given to women, which is unusual, since
such books usually feature war and diplomacy when discussing the Revolution on
the border.
Part of the pleasure in reading Fragments of the Revolution results from its
c~reful organization. A fine overview of the Revolution precedes the chronology
of events. The illustrations are interesting, and the book has a fairly tight chronology. Useful introductions precede each of the four themes in which Martinez
has organized his material. The author has obviously thought about his task a
great deal.
My criticism is relatively minor. The book could have benefited from an index
as well as a longer epilogue. Although his sources from the United States are
quite comprehensive, Martfnez did not make much use of primary sources in
Mexico, particularly the archive at the Secretarfa de Relaciones Exteriores.

University of Texas, Arlington

DOUGLAS W. RICHMOND

DUDE RANCHING: A COMPLETE HISTORY. By Lawrence R. Borne. Albuquerque:
University of New Mexico Press, 1984. Pp. xviii, 322. Illus., bibliog., index.
$24.95.
IN HIS DUDE RANCHING: A COMPLETE HISTORY, Lawrence R. Borne tackles a
subject of considerable importance to western history: the impact of well-heeled
visitors of the late-nineteenth and twentieth centuries on the wide-open spaces
of western cattle and resort ranches. It is a subject about which little has been
written, and which the author finds fascinating. Unfortunately, however, Borne's
work is flawed by questions of style and content .that may disturb general audiences
and scholars alike.
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Borne's problems begin with the scope of his research. In a short (213 pages)
narrative, he looks at dozens of ranches, their owners and patrons, in several
regions of the west. The author covers a wide variety of topics, from hiring
practices to advertising, and from transportation facilities to the current status of
dude ranches in the west of the 1980s. He is strongest in his vignettes of unusual
circumstances confronting visitors as diverse as refined eastern women and despised "remittance men."
The author seems to be of two minds about his approach. He writes at length
about specific ranches, daily activities, clothing styles, et al. Yet he also wishes
to rise above this popular dimension to place dude ranching in the broader context
of the past one hundred years of western history. In so doing he raises questions
that he admits he cannot answer, but which several historians of the region have
analyzed. Borne poses three "perplexing" obstacles to dude ranchers since their
heyday in the unregulated and underpopulated West: a changing federal relationship regarding use of public lands; the shift from leisurely sojourns by the
elite to short visits by the harried middle and working classes; and the inability
of ranch owners to successfully organize and respond to the vagaries of modern
times.
The author takes great pains to excoriate the National Park Service for its highhanded methods of acquiring lands since the 1960s, often restricting ranch owners
from areas of scenic beauty. Borne also regards dude ranch operators as the first
"true conservationists" of the West, in that they required unspoiled nature to
please their customers. Yet he does not cite any federal agency collections to
provide balance to his arguments. Nor does the author make use of Roderick
Nash's third edition of Wilderness and the American Mind (Borne lists the 1965
dissertation instead), or Elmo Richardson's Dams, Parks, and Politics, to understand why ranchers and federal officials have developed their new relationship.
Perhaps most revealing, however, is Borne's concession that his study of dude
ranching contains no thorough economic analysis of the business. Since most
ranchers in the nineteenth century came to appreciate the income or the extra
hands (as Borne notes), it was only logical that others appear to reap the benefits.
Borne also never explores in depth the relationship between East and West,
which provided patrons and money, nor does he study the power of the romantic
West on eastern customers. Gerald D. Nash, The American West in the Twentieth
Century, Neil Morgan, Westward Tilt, and Gene Gressley, West by East, might
prove helpful.
A final problem that results from the above ideas is poor organization of material.
The author feels compelled to repeat items in succeeding chapters, until the
uniqueness of his themes is obscured. The chapter titles and introductory paragraphs are misleading as well: "You Can Count on the Railroads" deals more with
the technological changes in transportation, while the chapter on World War II
discusses ranch advertising.
The subject of dude ranching merits a good deal more attention from scholars
of many aspects of western history. Lawrence Borne's contribution is that he has
revealed the hidden value in studying the role of this business and can serve as
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a stimulus for individual studies of ranchers, economic analyses of their contributions to the west, and how they mirror the changing tastes of an American
public increasingly desirous of the freedom and serenity of what the greatest dude
rancher of them all, Teddy Roosevelt, described as the "vigorous life."

Oregon State University

MICHAEL WELSH

IN THE CAUSE OF PROGRESS: A HISTORY OF THE NEW MEXICO CATTLE GROWERS'
ASSOCIATION. By Robert K. Mortensen. Published by New Mexico Stockman,
1983. Illus., bibliog. $15.95.
ON 17 NOVEMBER 1914 SOME FORTY STOCKMEN from the New Mexico counties
of Grant, Sierra, and Socorro met with Gila National Forest rangers to discuss
several topics of mutual concern. Mterward, many of the same cattlemen decided
to band together in an association dedicated to, among other things, promoting
"the cattle interests of all cattle growers in Southwestern New Mexico."
They formed initially as the Southwestern New Mexico Cattle Growers' Association, but at their first convention held in April 1915, the membership voted
to change the name of the organization to New Mexico Cattle and Horse Growers'
Association, thereby including for membership any "person, or association of
persons, firm, or corporation engaged in the raising or growing of cattle or horses
in New Mexico." In 1929, the name was shortened to the present form of New
Mexico Cattle Growers' Association.
From its inception the association has fought vigorously and with success alongside various national stock organizations to protect and foster the interests of its
membership. Significantly, it has lobbied to secure legislation limiting foreign
beef imports, obtained federal relief during periods of drought, and mounted
several campaigns to promote 'greater consumption of beef in American homes
and restaurants.
In the Cause of Progress, published by the Association's New Mexico Stockman
magazine, is, the title page declares, an official history of the organization. Its
first section surveys national and local events and issues affecting the state's cattle
industry over the seventy-year history of the association and the association's
response to them in behalf of its membership. The second section deals in greater
detail with topics of continuing concern to not only New Mexico cattlemen but
to western stockmen in general, e.g. confrontations with the Midwest packer
monopolies, rustlers, predators, the use and administration of public lands, and
the control and eradication of various bovine diseases.
Author Robert K. Mortensen, a contributing editor for the New Mexico Stockman, handles the diverse and often complex subject matter in a concise, balanced,
and highly readable text. His account strikingly illustrates the fortitude and resiliency New Mexico cattlemen have shown as they have striven for profits in this
century in the face of a wide range of adversity.
The author's source list consists primarily of association minutes and proceedings of meetings plus pertinent state and federal go~ernment documents. The

430

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

59:4

1984

\
reference notes are thorough and include numerous relevant annotations. However, given the wide range of topics covered, it is regrettable he did not choose
to compile an index.
The book might also have been strengthened with the inclusion of photographs
illustrative of the different topics found in the text. Mortensen does, however,
include a photograph of each president of the Cattle Growers, a collection that
serves as a veritable Who's Who of New Mexico's twentieth-century cattle industry.
In the Cause of Progress could well be used as a model for writers chronicling
the affairs and attitudes of cattle associations in other western states.

Philmont Scout Ranch, Cimarron, N. Mex.

STEPHEN ZIMMER

SIDE TRIPS: THE PHOTOGRAPHY OF SUMNER W. MATTESON, 1898-1908. By Louis
B. Casagrande and Phillips Bourns. Milwaukee: Milwaukee Public Museum
and the Science Museum of Minnesota; Seattle: University ofWashington Press,
1983. Pp. 249. Illus., bibliog. $24.95, paper.
UPON FIRST CATCHING SIGHT OF the cover of this long-awaited work, I thought
"At last, there is myoId friend Sumner, as usual, enjoying himself at the heart
of things." My association with this remarkable, adventurous photographic charmer,
with a twinkle in his eye, began in the 1960s and has increased considerably over
the years, and now all of us can enjoy his story in this attractive book, published
jointly by the Science Museum of Minnesota, in St. Paul, and the Milwaukee
Public Museum.
The 212 black and white photographs, augmented by well-written and detailed
captions and text, give more information about this remarkable man than has ever
been known before.
From his birth in 1867 to a prominent banker's family in Iowa, we follow Sumner
across much of the U.S., Mexico, and Cuba as he winds his way, usually astride
his Victor bicycle, visually recording intimate details of the people of the time.
From the fishermen of Washington, to the countryside of Cuba, and from the
plazas of Mexico to the dusty prairies of Montana we catch an earthy feeling of
the life and vitality of those bygone days.
The photography and photographers of the time form a universe in which we
can now place Matteson, but he never comfortably fits anywhere. He was a true
maverick with a lust for life, an eye for beauty, and a sense of history.
The heart of Matteson and his book lies in his images. The authors indicate
that Matteson always struggled with marketing his productions to maintain his
lifestyle and that being on the road was never easy. Measured success did greet
Sumner, however, as his works were published in Cosmopolitan, Outing, Leslie's
Weekly, The Pacific Monthly, and other prominent publications of the day.
Later in his vigorous, restless life, in 1909, he put his camera away and attempted to settle down in Milwaukee as a bookkeeper. Perhaps a born adventurer
is always an adventurer, for only eleven years later, for no known reason, Sumner
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broke loose and left for Mexico and the open road. Barely a month later he climbed
Mount Popocatepetl with friends, and while lingering for one more photograph,
his lungs froze and he died the next day, 26 October 1920.
For me, as an Indian person, the best of Matteson's photographs are those
taken on the Ft. Belknap Indian Reservation in Montana, sometime in the early
1900s, although the dates have yet to be accepted. Here on my reservation we
see the greatest photo essay ever gathered ofIndian people. Unlike E. S. Curtis,
and to a degree Wanamaker, who sought to achieve classical images for the ages,
Sumner W. Matteson, Jr., moved amongst the culture and preserved lively, candid
views of a living people, showing them as they were at the time. In all likelihood
he spoke with my grandfather, Paul Horse Capture, for my grandfather can be
seen here as a young man. What a legacy Matteson preserved for us.
The authors approach their topic from a viewpoint of the times and place many
elements in their proper framework. For example, they readily acknowledge the
often inaccurate and racist content of early captions. These captions highlighted
the unusual, and unusual photos sold best for photographers who had to make a
living.
This book is a good, formal introduction to Sumner W. Matteson, Jr., and his
works. It not only recognizes his contribution to the preservation of the west,
but places him among the other great photographers of the day. The book also
opens the door to further research on my grandfather's friend, Sumner, and his
glorious photographs.

Plains Indian Museum, Cody, Wyo.

GEORGE P. HORSE CAPTURE

I-MARY: A BIOGRAPHY OF MARY AUSTIN. By Augusta Fink. Tucson: University
of Arizona Press, 1983. Pp. x, 310. lIlus., notes, bibliog., index. $17.50.
THIS FONDLY WRiTIEN "BIOGRAPHY" of Mary Austin seeks to emphasize her "personal story" beyond what she had made available in her Earth Horizon (1932) by
looking into "her novels and short stories, as well as in her letters" where the
"rest of her story is revealed." Chronologically divided into five sections and more
than eighteen chapters and illustrated with several photographs, the book creates
an initial excitement of delving into the mystery of the unknown aspects of this
maverick-writer's life. Austin, who gave epithets such as "The American Rhythm"
and "the landscape line" to American literary vocabulary, is now known only to a
select class of readers who are either charmed by the example of her personality
or share some of her love for the mystical and the exotic.
Mary Austin was one of those who in her own words has "contributed something
by the individuality of their lives and thought," and Ms. Fink exploits all skills
to project this image of "I-Mary." 'She collects a mass of material from a large
array of resources to "recreate the person" Austin "really was" and succeeds in
creating an interesting collage of events and episodes that give insights into the
uneven life of this "chisera" of the Southwest. Yet the outcome remains similar
to what Ferris Greenslet wrote of Austin's Earth Horizon, "perhaps a little out
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of balance. "The effort to rescue "I-Mary" from the mass of contemporary sources
gradually gets submerged in the extraordinary empathy that Fink seems to possess
for her subject. What emerges finally is a woman who, in her effort to overcome
disabilities imposed upon her by an unjust gender distinction and an unattractive
body, invents and nurtures a secondary self and is consumed finally by the need
for maintaining that self. Succumbing to the charm of this "I-Mary," Fink unwittingly makes Mary an emotional parasite, who moves from one man to another
in search of material and emotional security. In the process, the book becomes
an account of Austin's literary and personal encounters with many men and a few
eminent women. Everything else in Mary's life is subordinated to this overwhelming need.
While tracing Mary Austin's struggle to liberate herself from gender-generated
female entrapments, like an incompatible marriage or a retarded child, Fink fails
to stress the positive meaning that this liberation into creativity had for many
women of Mary Austin's generation. The positive contribution that she made to
educate American sensibilities by drawing attention to ethnic and environmental
issues remains subdued in the romance of her life that the book so affectionately
recaptures.
This work will undoubtedly be received with great enthusiasm by Mary Austin
fans but will leave the scholar and the student frustrated for its want of literary
analysis. The book, neatly produced and written with tremendous gusto, will
certainly draw a new generation of readers to the life and work of Mary Austin.

Osmania University, Hyderabad, India

R. S. SHARMA

BILLY THE KID: A BIO-BIBLIOGRAPHY. By Jon Tuska. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood
Press, 1983. Pp. xvi, 235. Illus., bibliog., index. $35.00.
THIS LATEST BOOK ON New Mexico's best-known citizen is divided into a 103page biography and a 94-page bibliographical survey of Billy the Kid as interpreted
in history, fiction, film, and legend. Two appendixes are a Kid "miscellany" and
a chronology. The biography is based on recent research and on standard sources
like the Maurice G. Fulton Papers. It includes many astute observations about
such episodes as the Brady-Hindman assassination, the Five Days Battle, and the
death of the Kid. As for the latter, Tuska accepts the view that Pete Maxwell
informed on Bonney because of the Kid's unwelcome attentions to his sister
Paulita. Also, Pat Garrett had a second coroner's report prepared to make himself
look good by having the Kid armed "con una pistola en la mano" when he was
shot.
Tuska uses the biography of the Kid as a standard against which to measure
the evolution of the Kid's legend in its various manifestations. Following in the
footsteps of Ramon Adams and others, he is intent on identifYing the many historical errors "fabulists" have created and perpetuated right up to the present.
He particularly emphasizes the influence of Pat Garrett's (and Ash Upson's) Authentic Life of Billy the Kid: "I have serious doubts if the Kid would be known
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at all today, much less be the familiar historical personality he has become, had
this book not been published." He lists seventy five "fantasies" that occur in this
work, and some of these are traced through subsequent narratives. Charles Siringo's books in particular, being based mainly on Garrett-Upson, helped popularize a number of them. Walter Noble Burns's Saga of Billy the Kid was also
influential. It was the source of so many myths that Tuska even wonders if this
"biography" was meant to be taken seriously.
Tuska's expertise on Western films makes the chapter on that topic one of the
most revealing. There is a good deal of inside information on the various Kid
movies and a' complte filmography. Actor Dub Taylor's comment to the author
regarding the 1973 Sam Peckinpah version-"After Sam gets through nobody will
ever make a pitchur about Billy the Kid again"-seems to have been close to the
mark.
The final chapter is a sophisticated commentary not only on the legend, but
also on interpreters of that legend. The author questions both the Henry Nash
Smith-popular culture and the "archetypal" approaches that influenced previous
scholars. Drawing on classical writers, he posits instead a concept of "romantic
historical reconstruction," maintaining that it is possible to know historical truth
and to judge narratives (in whatever form) by their adherence to that history. He
further sees the Kid of legend as a Janus-figure; in various texts he can be all
bad, or all good, or something of both. The author's conclusion is that the Kid's'
life and death are of no intrinsic historical significance. It is the legend that has
made him one of America's better-known figures.
All readers are advised to have a dictionary at hand. Tuska uses many twentydollar words, and there are numerous erudite references in Greek, Latin, French,
and Spanish. Yet the book represents an enormous amount of work and thought
and is worth every cent of its price.

California State University, Los Angeles

KENT L. STECKMESSER

THIS HERE'S A GOOD'UN. By Bill Brett. College Station: Texas A&M University
Press, 1983. Pp. 120. Illus. $9.95.
ERNEST THOMPSON SETON, the beloved nature writer, once commented that the
stories passed on by old pioneers were "endangered species" worthy of recording
on the p'rinted page. He stated that "it has not yet occurred to the average historian
that here is any event worth writing about." Were he living today, Seton would
be pleased with Bill Brett's This Here's a Good'un. In the wake of his earlier
collections of East Texas folklore, There Ain't No Such Animal and The Stolen
Steers (winner of the National Cowboy Hall of Fame Western Heritage Award for
Folklore in 1978), Brett has once again lovingly preserved for posterity the regional
lore of a vanishing way of life.
Certainly, Bill Brett is well-qualified to write such a book. He constructs several
tales from his own youth in the "Piney Woods" of East Texas. Raised on a backwoods
farm, Brett recounts his experiences as a cowboy, rancher, and oil-well roughneck.
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In addition to his stint as postmaster of Hull, Texas, Brett also worked as a deputy
sheriff, truck driver, and "anything else that could help raise a family." During
that time, he picked up many local yarns from various individuals, including
Alabama and Coushatta Indians near Livingston. Realizing the value of these
stories, Brett has sought to preserve them in print. In most instances, he carefully
gives credit where it is due. As he states at the conclusion of one chapter: "I got
the bare bones . . . from a young lady at Raywood. . . . It tickled me like she
told it, but they pay by the word for these yarns, and I dressed it up a lot."
Laced with local color and western slang, This Here's a Good'un contains no
central theme. In the course of his narratives, Brett comments on the rise of
profeSSional rodeos, makes stinging remarks on Congress and the judicial system,
and in one chapter expresses guilt over the subtle discrimination of his fellow
cowhands toward a black cowboy named Bose. A map of the East Texas area
(around Liberty and Polk counties) where the majority of these stories occur might
have been helpful to those who are unfamiliar with that part of the world. Nevertheless, Brett's work is entertaining and is an important addition to the library
of the folklorist and grassroots historian. Undoubtedly, Brett and his readers would
agree with Seton's statement "that twenty years from now the present will wear
the same charm for the younger men, and that after all ... the very best of all
times is the living present."

Lubbock, Tex.

H. ALLEN ANDERSON

SINGING COWBOYS AND ALL THAT JAZZ: A SHORT HISTORY OF POPULAR MUSIC IN
OKLAHOMA. William W. Savage, Jr. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press,
1983. Pp. xii, 185. Illus., index. $14.95.
IN HIS PREFACE, William W. Savage states, "This small book is intended to be
nothing more than an introductory word on the subject [of Oklahoma's contributions to popular music]." For the most part, he has accomplished his goal.
According to the author, Oklahoma's musical environment was a melting pot of
various styles contributed by Indians, blacks, cowboys, and the settlers who
arrived in Oklahoma after 1889.
Savage investigates the role Oklahoma musicians played in the rise of jazz,
country and western music, blues, ragtime, folk, gospel, rock and roll, and pop.
Along the way, he shows that the singing cowboys of the 1920s and 1930s originated
in Oklahoma and that the electric guitar can be traced to the innovative experiments of Oklahoma musicians Eddie Durham, Charles Christian, Barney Kessel,
and Bob Dunn. Of course he includes the obligatory chapter on Woody Guthrie
and his brand of Oklahoma folk.
Savage is at his best describing Oklahoma's ties to jazz. And he presents a
convincing argument that "Oklahoma was the matrix from whence came much of
the best of American jazz." He even claims that Oklahoma City's Blue Devils was
the finest jazz band in the country during the 1920s and 1930s, noting "without
the Blue Devils the history of jazz would be quite a different thing.... "
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But the book is not without flaws. At times Savage's chapters become mere
laundry lists of performers. And despite his early mention of the importance of
cowboy and Indian influences on Oklahoma music, he fails to explain what longterm impact, if any, they had on later popular culture. Furthermore his comments
about rhythm and blues and rock and roll reflect a lack of understanding about
those styles. For Savage, rhythm and blues was "a music of fewer nuances. Jazz
performers found it lucrative-it would become increasingly so--and, in view of
their backgrounds, ridiculously easy to play." A bias against rock music is also
evident. He writes, "Whether or not rock music possesses any timeless qualities
remains to be seen-it is, after all, a mere three decades old .... " Many pop
culture experts would take issue with Savage and argue that rock and roll's longevity is already quite impressive, since three decades is a long time for any pop
culture form to continue.
Perhaps the largest flaw in Savage's book is its conception. By focusing on
Oklahoma's contributions to popular music, Savage misleads the reader into not
being able to see the forest of pop music for the trees of Oklahoma pop musicians.
The sheer weight of Savage's evidence (including the numerous mini-biographies
of Oklahoma musicians) implies that Oklahoma was a significant force, if not the
prime force, in shaping country and western, jazz, blues, and rock. The error lies
not in what Savage mentions, but in what he omits. In reality, Oklahoma musicians
were no more imortant than musicians in dozens of other states. Oklahoma musicians were not operating in a vacuum. They were part of nationwide changes
occurring in popular music. The music they were playing knew no state boundaries; it was a hybrid, blending styles and sounds from various regions and people.
To isolate Oklahoma musicians from the rest is courting danger, for Savage implies
they were unique or more significant than others.
Savage's book may be useful to those who want to show that Oklahoma contributed to pop music, but it has to be read with caution. Its boosterism and
myopic view of Oklahoma's impact on pop music could distort the broader cultural
significance of popular music in the twentieth century.

Ball State University

RICHARD AQUILA

BASIC TEXAS BOOKS: AN ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY OF SELECTED WORKS FOR A
RESEARCH LIBRARY. By John H. Jenkins. Austin: Jenkins Publishing Company,
1983. Pp. xi, 648. Illus., appendix, index. $65.00:
To ACHIEVE HIS PURPOSE, Jenkins has focused upon 224 books, acknowledging
that the inclinations of another writer would produce some differences. He presents the entries alphabetically by author with an assessment of each. Perhaps a
thousand related books are mentioned, and 219 bibliographical volumes are enumerated in an appendix. Jenkins does not include volumes on subjects broader than
the Lone Star State, on post-1940 topics, on churches, or on local history. Nor
does he mention novels, books of artistic design, journals, or brief booklets.
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For each book, Jenkins comments on its author, origin, and quality, with quotations from reviewers. The analysis is often insightful, involving comparisons and
critique. Jenkins looks beyond the general admiration of Eugene C. Barker, which
he shares, to suggest the possible value of a new biography of Stephen F. Austin.
Furthermore, he points to gaps in the written record, such as the need for a
history of the state supreme court in the twentieth century. Some of his judgments
will be debated, but that only emphasizes the stimulating quality of the book.
In this research bibliography, half of the entries are primary sources, while
almost a fourth are general works on the state or some aspect of its history, such
as political parties or music. The interests of Texas historians and the author are
revealed when one considers the number of entries that focus on specific chronological periods. More than a third of the items concern events from the Texas
Revolution to secession. Volumes on the Spanish and Mexican periods represent
about a sixth of the entries, as do those from the Civil War through the Gilded
Age. Books on the twentieth century form less than a twentieth of the items.
Blacks, Indians, women, and the environment receive attention, but less than
Texas Rangers and the Anglo frontier. Historians of New Mexico will also find
several entries that relate to their interests.
There will be some discussion about selections. For example, since two other
volumes by J. Evetts Haley are included, is his Fort Concho really more important
than the omitted Alkali Trails, by William Curry Holden? Perhaps the lack of
emphasis on the twentieth century might have been redressed by the inclusion
of published memoirs by Tom Connally or Pat Neff or a labor history volume by
Ruth Allen. Yet such questions do not detract from the value of this important
historiographical volume, which should take its place with earlier works by C.
W. Raines and J. Frank Dobie. Few, if any, southwestern historians will read this
book without expanding their knowledge of Texas.

Texas Tech University

ALWYN BARR
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